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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue vacancy on the High Court Bench caused by the resigna- 
tion of Sir Anrnur Onarzzs has been filled by the appointment 
of Mr. Epwarp Rmey, Q.C., one of the official referees of the 
High Oourt. The announcement, owing to the date at which we 
are compelled to go to press this week, reaches us too late for 
immediate comment, but we may observe that the selection of an 
official of the court constitutes a new departure of very doubtful 
expediency, and it defeats the legitimate expectations of the 
practising bar. 


Tux ract that the Oriminal Evidence Bill has been read a 
sscend, tiene inn tho House of Cuteness tye Peete 210 to 
41 indicates that there is some chance of this long- 
measure of reform at becoming law. Of the various 
speeches made against the Bill it cannot be said that 
embodied any very a pr arguments. The that 
innocent prisoner may be a bad witness, and may be bullied 
the prosecuting counsel into admissions which will be tak: 
prove his guilt, is entirely inconsistent with the probabiliti 
the case and with the actual conduct of trials in 
of justice. The innocent man, as Sir Epwarp 
conies of stnliing tastuaate. Senne eee 1S Se 

i 
is 





essential witness in his own defence, t is in the i D 
innocent prisoners that the is needed. Of e i 
follows that the guilty will be more easily convicted, but 

a result with which it is diffieult to quarrel. The i 
not to remain in peril in order that a guilty man here and 
may cage peareae At the same time, the omission in 
present Bill of the safeguards agai cross-examination wi 
Mast to peovions copelitioas lian, tune bach camaiaal Te 
former Bills, and the provision that the wife or husband of the 
prisoner shall be not merely com but also, unless j 


oY a rer agg: 


Tux opzninc of the new county court buildings at Derby 
the 9th inst, by the Lord Chancellor, can 
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however, whether this is a sufficient reason for forbidding the 


extension of the jurisdiction. Provided the county courts are | good 


conducted, local publicity is more likely to impress 
people with the due administration of the law than the inter- 
mittent _— of the a the remote _ of the 
metropolis. point of fact the jurisdiction of the coun 
courts has been extended indefinitely in some directions, as rd 
bankruptcy, while in others it remains non-existent. As is 
ordinarily the case with our institutions, piecemeal development 
is resulting in want of symmetry, and the recasting of the county 
court system is a task which will soon have to be taken in hand, 
Meanwhile, attention cannot be too often called to the excessive 
burden which the county court fees entail on suitors. For 
every £1 recovered in 1893-4—we are quoting from the Judicial 
— for 1894—the costs were about 1s. 10d., the fees were 





THE second number of the Journal of the Society of Com- 
parative Legislation, which has just been issued, contains a very 
elaborate and interesting report compiled by Master MacponzLL 
on the methods of legal remuneration in contentious matters 
prevailing in different countries. A series of questions was 
La gager Master MacponE xt, assisted by Mr, Jonny Hunter, 
with a view to ascertain how far the practice of other countries 
differs on this subject from the practice in England, and the 
greater part of the report consists of the detailed answers which 
were received from competent authorities in nearly all the 
countries of Europe, in the British Colonies, in India, and in 
several of the States of America. These cover over a hundred 
pages, and Master Macponz. has usefully prefaced them with 
a gary | of their chief results. Incidentally there is a good 
deal of information about foreign procedure, and as to the vary- 
ing manner in which the functions of counsel and solicitor are 
separated or blended. In the United States, as is well known, 
the distinction does not, in theory, exist, though there are some 
lawyers who practically do only the work of barristers, and 
others who never go into court. In France the services both of 
avoués and avocats are required for the tribunals of first instance 
and for the Court of Appeal, but when a case is taken up to the 
Cour de Cassation, the parties are represented by a special class 
of avocats who combine the functions of counsel and solicitor. 
In Belgium the arrangement is similar, though the avoué occupies 
an inferior position. The client in the first instance to the 
avocat, who selects the avouc. ‘ The Belgian avocat is in reality 
dominus itis, He conducts or directs all the procedure, and the 
work of the avoué is often merely that of a copying clerk.’ In 
Denmark there exists an arrangement which seems to be 

cially inconvenient. The same man acts as advocate and 
solicitor, but he may be able to practise only in the District 
Courts, and then, if there isan appeal, the case will have to pass 
into entirely new hands, and so again if it is taken to the 
Supreme Court. 


Syerzms of remuneration are as various as the division 
of legal functions. Our own system of fixing a scale of charges 
for each service is one which it is difficult to justify on any 
rational ground. It places a premium upon lengthy proceedings 
and is as unsatisfactory to the solicitor as to the client. A 
similar system, says Master Macponzti, exists in Scotland, 
France, Holland, and Italy; but nowhere, except in colonies 
which have adopted procedure similar to ours, is an attempt 
made to te the items of service with the minuteness to 
found in an English bill of costs. Inthe United States there are, 
it appears, no scales of costs, and remuneration in contentious 
matters—according to Mr. Newron Orang, an English barrister 
aud also a member of the Bar of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, who has contributed valuable information, nearly 
all the work for which an American lawyer is paid is conten- 
tious—is regulated entirely by special agreement, or in the 
absence of agreement, by a quantum meruit. It follows that 
there is no such thing as taxation. If the client refuses to 
pay, the lawyer must have his compensation settled in an 
action. As to the form of the bill, a separate item may be 
charged for each service, or a lump sum may be stated for 

services and disbursements. Every imaginable 





jate course, we are told, between these two extremes. 





is also adopted.. In America it is common with lawyers of 


standing to sti that payment shall be contingent on 
results, though in “yr countries this, even where it is 
allowed, is considered form. Germany has, by an 
ordinance of 1879, amended in 1890, struck out a line 
of her own in respect of costs. Fees p ionate to the 
value of the subject-matter in dispute are allowed at certain 
definite stages in the cause—fee for action, fee for hearing, fee 
for evidence, and additional fee for hearing if there is a further 
hearing after the — of evidence; and these cover all inter- 
mediate steps. From the exam 12 tnd sank. gondie 
very low. If a case is settled the lawyer receives the same fee 
as for the hearing. A singular feature in the German system 
is that court fees and expenses of witnesses and experts are 

id in the first instance out of public funds, and are repayable 
iy the who is ordered to pay the costs. If he is insol- 
vent, it is the public funds that suffer, not the successful 
suitor. In Denmark this generosity is carried a step further, 
and the lawyer assigned to a person allowed to sue in formd 
pauperis is paid out of the public funds. 





Tue answers sent by Mr. Everitt W. Parrison, of the Bar of 
St. Louis, shew that a very amusing view of lawyers’ fees is 
revalent in Missouri. Olients, he says, are prone to take the 
Iollowing position. If the amount involved is large and the 
work easy, the client objects to a fee proportioned to the value 
of the subject in dispute, and proposes to pay according to the 
work. But when the amount is small and the work of research 
heavy, he his tone. He now says that the lawyer has 
been learning the law, and it is no affair of the client to pay 
for time and labour thus spent. It is the lawyer’s business to 
know the law, and the client ought not to be charged for his 
education. Mr. Parrison says that he has heard the point 
seriously urged by business men of intelligence and standing. 
It is a striking extension of the theory that the judicial mind is 
omniscient in matters of law. With such ideas abroad, it is not 
surprising to learn that the whole subject of the compensation 
of attorneys is in Missouri very much at sea. Another point of 
interest may be noticed in Mr. Parrison’s answers. One of the 
questions proposed by Master Macpoyz.t related to prepay- 
ment of fees, and the general tenor of the answers shews that 
prepayment is the exception and not the rule. But in Missouri 
it is custo to insist upon payment on account at the outset 
of the litigation, and upon payment from time to time during 
its progress, and the custom isa growing one. In Mr. Partt- 
son’s opinion the method of partial payment in advance and 
payments during the progress of the litigation is more satisfac- 
tory to the client, and, he adds, it is certainly more sati 
to the attorney, than the method of collecting the entire fee after 
the case is finally determined. t with clients of undoubted 
means this is, it may be observed, the only practice which is 
just to the client. He then realizes from the outset the financial 
risk he runs, and is not led on in the hope that he may ulti- 
mately avoid liability by success. 





THe MATTER of most practical importance dealt with in Master 
Macponzt1’s report is perhaps the question of party and 
costs. It is in singular contrast to the present marked ten’ 
of opinion in this country that scarcely anywhere are the costs 
allowed to a successful suitor a complete indemnity, and in 
many cases they form but a slight of the expense to which 
he has been put. Sometimes, as in Spain and Denmark, the 
courts leave bond fide disputants to bear each his own costs, and 
only throw costs upon the defeated when he has com- 
menced or resisted ings upon insufficient ground. But 
more usually a certain part of the costs are recoverable as party 
nk ee en Mee 8 tens being left to be 
paid by the party who has incurred them. In France the costs 
recoverable include the allowances to witnesses and the scale 
fees of the avoud ; but the latter are so low that they usually 
require to be supplemented by honoraria, and these, as well as 
the fees of the avocat, are not recoverable. In Belgium, too, the 
avocat’s fees are not allowed, though in a case. whieh is character- 
ized by bad faith, or where the claim is manifestly unjust, the 
damages may be increased so as to cover them. any; 
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on the other hand, the successful Y aa? seems, under the present 
system, to recover all the fees with which his lawyer can charge 
him, although there is sometimes a contract for special pay- 
ments which are not recoverable; the mode in which he is 
relieved of the burden of other expenses has already been 
noticed ; and in Switzerland the court often fixes the costs so 
high that the successful party is compensated for all costs and 
outlays. In Canada the English system prevails. Theoretically 
party and party costs are a complete indemnity; practically 
they are not. In Toronto, for instance, the costs of procuring 
evidence cannot be taxed against an unsuccessful opponent, and 
the full amount of counsel’s fees is not ordinarily allowed. In the 
United States certain costs are recoverable, but they are said to 
form an insignificant part of the total expense, and they do not 
include the lawyer’s fees. Practically each side pays its own 
costs whatever the result. In the remarks contributed by Mr. 
Newton Crane it is said: ‘‘ What to the lish lawyer will 
seem most unjust is that the costs, so far as the lawyers’ fees 
are concerned, and the general expenses of the litigation are, in 
America, paid by the say irrespective of who wins or loses. 
The only costs which abide the result are the court costs or the 
fees of the court officials, which are very small and embrace 
trifling charges for filing papers, docketing, recording motions, 
calling juries, and the like.’ The rule on the subject has, it 
appears, been judicially stated as follows: ‘Oounsel’s fees 
cannot be allowed. These are expenses incurred by the party 
for his own satisfaction, and they vary so much with the char- 
acter and distinction of the counsel that it would be dangerous 
to permit him to impose such a charge upon his opponent, and 
the law measures the expenses incurred in the suit by the 
taxable costs.” In this dictum “counsel” is equivalent to 
“attorney.” Similar answers are given specifically with regard 
to New York, Massachusetts, and other States. The costs 
allowed on taxation between party and party are not intended 
to bea complete indemnity, and they amount only toa very 
small percentage of the expenses actually incurred. The present 
demand in this country for the abolition, or at least reduction, of 
the distinction between party and party and solicitor and client 
costs, although thoroughly justifiable, is clearly not supported 
by the practice in America. 





Mr. Justice Romer has declined in Finlay v. Darling (ante, p. 
405) to accept the construction of a covenant for the settlement 
of after-acquired property adopted by Kexewron, J., in Re Bendy 
(43 W. R. 846; 1895, 1 Ch. 109), as to the correctness of which 
we took the liberty to express our doubts at the time (39 
Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat, 326). The question is whether savings by 
the wife out of her settled income, and invested by her in the 
form of capital, are included in the covenant. Some ground is 
afforded for their inclusion by the judgment of Lord Expon, C., 
in Lewis v. Madocks (8 Ves. 150, 17 Ves. 48), where upon 
marriage the husband bound himself to settle all the 
estate that he should during the joint lives of himself and his 
wife become entitled to. It was held that the covenant did not 
prevent the husband from spending income, but that any savings 
out of income which were laid up as capital were included in 
the settlement. In consequence of this decision it has been 
sometimes thought advisable expressly to except out of the 
covenant in a marriage settlement of a wife’s property savings 
which she may make out of her separate income (see Vaizey on 
Settlements, I., p. 253), and the case of Re Bendy has justified 
this precaution (Key & Elph. Oonv., 5th ed., Vol. II., p. 467), 
A covenant for the settlement of after-acquired property is by 
no means an unmixed blessing to married women, especially 
where the property subject or likely to be subject to the settle- 
ment is small, and certainly the wife should not be fettered in 
the disposal of her income. It may be admitted that in Re 
Bendy Kexzwicn, J., correctly stated the principle of Lewis v. 
Madocks, and perhaps, under the circumstances of that case, 
Lord Expon gave a reasonable interpretation to the covenant 
before him. It did not extend to money which was required to 
be spent as income, or which it was intended to retain and to 
spend at pleasure; but it did apply to income which had been 
invested in such a manner as to indicate a permanent intention 


mal| compulsory after ap 





on the part of the owner to convert it into capital. But though} 


it might be proper to give this construction to a covenant by a 
husband, yet a covenant on the part of the wife is introduced 
for different reasons and is subject to different considerations. 
The intention is to secure for her separate use the income of the 
settled property, and it is a very serious infri ent of the 
object of the settlement if she is allowed no alternative except 
either to spend the income or to lose control over it. Hence it 
is satisfactory that Romer, J., has seen his way to dissent from 
Re Bendy. According to the view upon which he has acted in 
Finlay v. Darling (supra) the property in which the married 
woman chooses to invest the accumulations of income is not 
bound by the covenant any more than the income itself when it 
first reaches her hands. 





Tux perctsion of the Court of Appeal in Pearce v. Gardner 
settles an interesting point upon which there appears to have 
been hitherto no direct authority. A memorandum of a contract, 
in order to satisfy the Statute of Frauds and the Sale of Goods 
Act, must, among other matters, identify the contracting parties, 
but when reliance has to be placed upon a letter, it frequently 
happens that the letter itself does not contain the name of the 
person to whom it is sent. It commences simply “ Dear Sir,” 
without the name of the addressee being indorsed in the usual 
way. Under such circumstances it is natural to suppose that 
the omission may be supplied by,the address upon the wre 
in which the letter was enclosed.% It is well settled that all the 
essential elements of the contract need not be contained in the 
same document. They may be gathered from various docu- 
ments, provided these are so connected together as to shew 
clearly that they refer to the same contract: see Warner v. 
Willington (3 Drew. p. 580). When the documents are 
connected by internal evidence no difficulty arises in the 
application of this principle, but in the case of an envelope 
a the letter which it contained, this internal evidence is 
wanting. The view, however, has been advanced in Dart on 
Vendors and Purchasers (6th ed., p. 253) that the court would 
receive other evidence to connect the letter and the envelope, 
and it has now been adopted by the Oourt of Appeal. The 
letter and the envelope, said the of the Rolls, constitute 
one document. The letter could not have been sent without the 
envelope, and the placing of the name of the addressee on 
envelope had the same effect as if it were written in the 
itself. In other words, the presumption that the letter 
have been contained in some envelope gets over any di 
there might otherwise be in receiving evidence that it was 
tained in the envelope produced. 


AG 








THE COMPULSORY SUMMONS FOR DIRECTIONS. 


Tue new draft rule which makes the summons for directions 
in all cases except where the 
plaintiff proceeds er order 14, embodies one of the most 
important changes in procedure since the Judicature Acts. We 
are not now referring to its probable effect on procedure on the 
Chancery side, to which we referred in a previous issue (anée, p. 
363). It is quite clear that the new rule is not aimed at Chan- 
cery procedure atall. In nineteen Chancery cases out of twenty 
the issue of the summons for directions will be a mere formality, 
without any perceptible effect on the course of the action.. We 
must therefore assume that its application to the Chancery 
Division as well as the Queen’s Bench Division was a purely 
precautionary measure, designed to effectually prevent any 
evasion of its provisions in Queen’s Bench actions. The rule is 
designed to sift out from the mass of actions which go to trial 
- = eadings in the byt er eae oe can 

e disposed of more s y without ings. It says in 
effect, though not in actual terms, first, there shall be no 
pleadings unless the nature of the claim is such as to necessitate 
pleadings ; and, secondly, that every action shall be brought in 
review before the court at the outset, so the court may 
determine whether pleadings are to 

The causes which have combined 

ture in procedure are not far to seek. 
actions brought to trial on pleadings ia the 
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Division have been found to present a simple issue, which could Default ofdefence - - - - - = 1,458 
have been tried as well without as with pleadings. The ore abn , Ae dif. - 134 
ion is probably small, but the number of such actions aoe. ee 
i large to create a feeling among business . 
5,021 


sufficientl 

men that the secseliane of the court is ponderous and costly, and 
that their purpose is better served by settling their differences 
out of court before tribunals of their own creation. ‘The policy 
of the court has always been to encourage such methods of 

disputes, but at the same time a feeling has manifested 
itself among the judges during the last few years in favour of 
removing the reproach from the court that, when it is given 
mere nuts to crack, it possesses no machine but ite regulation 
steam-hammer to crack them with. In other words the court 
has determined to create for itself a process for disposing of 
simple issues cheaply and speedily, and for sifting out from the 
actions which go to trial all those which ought to be disposed of 
by that process. 

It is not possible for us at this stage to express either 
approval or disapproval of this new departure. If it is carried 
out with discretion there can be little doubt that it will be most 
beneficial to suitors. If, on the other hand, it is enforced with 
too great stringency or with lack of sound judgment and know- 
ledge of the requirements of individual cases, it may tend to 
casi injustice and even to increase the cost of litiga- 
tion. Everything depends on the way the new machinery is 


worked. 

It appears at first sight as if the court had set itself a task of 
auaabie difficulty and magnitude. According to the Civil 
Judicial Statistics for 1894 the number of actions commenced 
in the Queen’s Bench Division was 71,777, and it seems a large 
undertaking to apply a sifting-out process to this mass of 
actions whereby a comparatively small number which are suit- 
able for trial in court without pleadings may be separated from 
the rest. This task, moreover, has to be accomplished without 
interfering with the previously existing arrangements for dis- 
posal of actions by automatic or summary methods under rules 
of court. It will be interesting to examine this point more 
closely in order that we may arrive at the approximate number 
of actions which will be affected by the new rule. What 
became of the 71,777 Queen’s Bench actions commenced in 
1894, the last year covered by the Judicial Statistics ? 

In the first place we have 39,231 which were apparently still- 

Almost the whole of this large number of actions 
terminated with the issue of the writ. There are, in this 
connection, two items about which the Judicial Statistics give 
us no information. They do not tell us how many motions for 
judgment were heard during the year, nor how many High 
Court actions were transmitted to the county courts. The 
number would probably be between 300 and 400, and certainly 
would not exceed 500. As to the rest of the 39,231 actions not 
accounted for, the presumption is that the mere issue and service 
of the writ sufficed to bring the defendants to terms at once. 


Having made the above deduction, we are left with 32,546 
actions, all of which can be duly accounted for. The following 
figures will shew how they were disposed of :— 

1. Automatically in the Judgment Office, without order. 
Default of appearance - - - - 20.284 
Default of defence’ - - - - - 1,458 
On return to Writ of Inquir . - - 124 
anon 9.008 
2. Summarily under Order 14 without trial - - - 7,117 
3. By orders to stay, consent orders, §c. - - . - 734 
4. After trial. 
By official referees - - - - - 217 
Incourt - - - . - - - 2,612 
2,829 








Total - - 32,546 

In passing, we may remark that when charges of delay and 
costliness are levelled at the whole procedure of the Queen’s 
Bench Division, it would not be possible to produce a more con- 
clusive answer than that which is furnished by the above figures. 
Under items 1 and 2 nearly 30,000 actions are disposed of yearly 
ry _— ten to twenty-one days each, at a cost per action of from 

4 to £7, 


It must not be assumed, however, that the summons for direc- 
tions will be an additional summons in all these cases. It will 
be additional in the case of default of defence, which process is 
altered by the new order, for it is obvious that there can be no 
default of defence until the plaintiff has obtained an order on 
the summons for directions that a defence shall be delivered. 
But in the other cases the summons for directions will take the: 
place of other summonses which are at present issued for some. 
of the purposes covered by the summons for directions, which 
includes in its scope such matters as delivery of pleadings ; 
particulars ; admissions ; discovery ; interrogatories ; inspection 
of documents, or of property ; commissions, or letters of request ; 
examination of witnesses; place and mode of trial; and ‘‘ any 
other interlocutory matter or thing.” 

The principal drawback to the new rule is undoubtedly the 
additional expense it will involve in all those cases where, if it 
had not been made, judgment would have been obtained in 
default of defence. The summons for directions is a ten-shilling 
summons, and its only effect in those cases will be to increase 
the costs by about £1 5s. This difficulty might be met by 
altering the fee on the issue of the summons to 3s., and charging 
an additional 3s. for every subsequent application under the 
same summons. This would in any case be much more fair to 
litigants. It is not desirable that a party who makes only one 
application under his summons for sn a should pay the 
same fee as that which is paid by a person who applies five or 
six times for separate directions. We trust this alteration will 
be made. 

In conclusion, we may point vut that the rule does not provide 
that the summons for directions shall be heard by the judge in 
erson, which would indeed, under existing arrangements, have 
een impracticable. It appears, therefore, to be contemplated, 
that the masters and district registrars will dispose of appli- 
cations for directions as part of their ordinary chamber business. 








THE DRAFT JUDICIAL TRUSTEE RULES, 1897. 
I. 


In our last issue we gave a short summary of the draft rules 
under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896. Wenow propose to make 
a few observations on some of their principal provisions. The 
rules themselves will be found printed elsewhere. In passing 
we may remark that the rules as framed are intended to come 
into operation on the commencement of the Act (rule 1). It 
would seem, however, that it is impossible that such should be 
the case, for the notice required by the Rules Publication Act, 
1893, only appeared in the Gazette on the 6th inst., whilst the 
Judicial Trustees Act will come into operation on the Ist day 
of May. It is obvious, therefore, that inasmuch as less than the 
statutory period of forty days intervenes between the two dates, 
under the most favourable circumstances the rules governing 
the procedure under the Act cannot be in force until some time 
after the date fixed for the commencement of the Act itself. We 
do not suppose, indeed, that any serious consequences will re- 
sult from this condition of things, as we cannot say that we 
anticipate any immediate anxiety on the part of the public to 
avail themselves of the system of judicial trustees. Considera- 
tions of economy and convenience will tell strongly in favour of 
the retention of private trustees. We must say, however, that, 
having regard to the fact that the procedure introduced by these 
rules is novel in character and will impose on the officials who 
will have to work it strange and unaccustomed duties, the delay 
in the publication of the rules under an Act which received the 
Royal Assent some eight months ago is greatly to be regretted, 
and that it is wholly unreasonable that it should have been 
deferred until the last ible moment. 

We will now p to consider the effect of the rules. In 
doing this we do not propose to go through them seriatim (for 
which, indeed, the space at our disposal would not suffice), but 
rather to direct attention to their more salient provisions. 





The compulsory summons for directions will be applicable 
only to the following items included in the above table :— 


The first point for consideration is, who may be appointed @ — 
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judicial trustee under the statute. The first section of the Act 
provides that the court may appoint a person to be a judicial 
trustee “either jointly with any other person or as sole trustee, 
and, if sufficient cause is shewn, in the place of all or any 
existing trustees.” Doubts have been expressed whether this 
provision gives any power to the court to appoint as judicial 
trustee a person who is already a trustee, and the editor of 
Chitty’s Statutes for 1896, in a note to the section, gives it as 
his opinion that there is no such power, and doubts whether the 
power could be conferred by rule. No such difficulty, however, 
appears to have suggested itself to the draftsman of these rules, 
for rule 5 (2) expressly provides that ‘‘a person may be ap- 
pointed to be a judicial trustee of a trust perp he is already a 
trustee of the trust.’’ We will assume, until there be a judicial 
decision to the contrary, that the rule is intra vires. A judicial 
trustee, therefore, may be either a sole trustee or one of severai 
trustees, and it is no objection that he is already a trustee. 
Moreover, a beneficiary, or near relation of a beneficiary, or the 
solicitor to the trust or to the trustees or any beneficiary, may, 
if'the court sees fit, be appointed (rule 5(1)). This relaxation of 
the rules on which the court ordinarily acts seems not unreason- 
able, having regard to the fact that the judicial trustee has to 
give security. In the absence of the nomination of a proper 
person to be judicial trustee, an official of the court, who will 
usually be the Official Solicitor (rule 7), may be appointed. 

Serious difficulty seems likely to arise in cases where the 
judicial trustee is associated in the trust with other trustees. 
What, in such cases, is the position of the non-judicial trustees ? 
Are their acts to be controlled by their judicial brother? To 
what extent are they entitled to a voice in the management of 
the trust? Are they under liability for the acts and defaults of 
the judicial trustee? Clearly, so far as the purposes of the Act 
are concerned, the court will deal with the judicial trustee, and 
with him only. We must, however, be content to wait for 
further guidance on these points from future decisions of the 
courts ? 

We have next to consider the method provided for the 
appointment of a judicial trustee. The application, if made in 
a pending cause or matter, may be made as part of the relief 
claimed, or by summons in the cause or matter (rule 2 (4)), In 
other cases the aid of our old friend the originating summons 
will be invoked (rule 2 (a) ), and that, no doubt, will be the 
mode of procedure usually adopted. Rule 3, which provides for 
service of the summons, suggests one difficulty. In addition to 
service, where necessary, on the trustees, the rule requires that 
the summons shall be served ‘‘on such (if any) of the bene- 
ficiaries as the court directs.” In every case, therefore, it will 
be n to obtain directions as to the parties to be brought 
before the court. This will lead to delay and yee. se for the 
parties to be served will have to be added by amen t, a pro- 
ceeding which, as we have ere now pointed out in these columns, 
is, in the case of originating summonses, accompanied with con- 
siderable cost. Experience alone can shew what views will be 
taken by the judges as to the beneficiaries who ought to be 
present on the application. We submit, however, that there 
should be no material departure from the ordinary rule, that, 
where practicable, all parties in esse interested in the trust ought 
to be served with an application for appointment of new trustees. 
The trustee will, when he is not an official of the court, be 
required to give security to the court for the due application of 
the trust property, except in cases where security is dispensed 
with (rule 10). : 

Up to this point there is nothing very novel in the procedure 
prescribed by the rules. The method of carrying out the 
appointment is one with which all practitioners are ; 
the mode of giving security does not materially differ from that 
which obtains in the case of receivers. But, so soon as the 
appointment is completed, we find ourselves face to face with 
new and untried practice. The object of the rules appears to be 
to get rid of everything which has hitherto been followed by the 
court, and to make the practice as unlike as ble to g 
methods. Not that the Pasay trustee is freed from the 
trammels of the court. Very far indeed from that. If his 


fetters are not made of red tape, they are at any rate pulled | the 
tight enough. He can take no step in the administration of his 


fronted with some minute regulation which requires him to 
communicate with the officer of the court. Here are @ 
few of the provisions to which he is required to conform. 
Immediately after his appointment he must forward to the 
court a complete statement of the trust perty (rule 9 (1) ). 
Whenever the trust pro is sa ag increased, or de- 
creased, he must inform the court thereof (rule 9 (2)). He 
must keep a separate account at a bank to be approved by the 
court (rule 11 (1)). All title-deeds and documents evidencin 
title to any of the trust property must be deposited in su 
custody as the court may direct (idid.), and no such deeds or 
documents can be delivered over or inspected except on a request 
signed by the trustee and countersigned by the officer of the 
court (rule 11 (2)). Where the trustee intends to sell any of 
the trust property he must give notice to the court (rule 11 (4) ). 
His accounts must be audited by the court (rule 15). Woe to 
the judicial trustee who, without authority, has employed pro- 
fessional assistance. No deduction on such ground will be 
allowed on the audit (rule 17). A judicial trustee not comply- 
ing with the Act or the rules or with any direction of the court 
made in accordance with the Act or rules, or otherwise miscon- 
ducting himself (whatever that may mean), is liable to have his 
remuneration forfeited wholly or in part (rule 20 (1) ); though, 
happily, he is to have an opportunity of being heard before 
any such extreme order is made. These are but a few of 
the cases in which the rules now under consideration provide for 
the minute and complete control by the court over the judicial 
trustee. Whether this paternal legislation is likely to find 
favour with persons interested in the administration of the in- 
numerable trusts which exist hout the country remains to 
be proved. For ourselves we y doubt it. 

itherto we have spoken only, and that in very general 
terms, of the effect of the rules on the appointment of the judicial 
trustee and the subsequent control exercised over him by the 
court. A very serious and important part of the rules remains 
to be discussed, those provisions, namely, relating to the method 
in which the court is to exercise ite functions. To this part of 
the subject we propose to refer next week. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


PREFERENTIAL PAYMENTS.—In moving the second reading of the 
Preferential Payments in Ban itcy (1888) Amendment Bill 
in the House of Lords, Viscount RD said that in the House 
of Commons the Bill had been strongly supported by members on 
both sides, the only complaint made against it being that it did not 
go far enough. e Act of 1888, which the Bill amended, had 
worked well, but experience had shewn that it did not go far enough, 
and that further protection of the wages of and servants was 
needed. The Act did not cover the case of a company being wound 
up and the assets not being sufficient, or not more than sufficient, to 
cover the claims of debenture-holders. In these days of limited 
companies and floating debentures it had been found that the work- 
men frequently lost their wages. This Bill met that practical gri 
and gave w priority over debenture-holders. The Bill was 
confined to debentures which merely created a floating charge on the 
assets, effects, or uncalled capital of the company. It did not include 
and give priority over instruments which created a specific mp 
of part of the company’s p . The Lord Chancellor, on 


part of the Government, said the had their The Bill 
was read a second time, and has since passed Committee. 
Britis PassEp into Law.—On the 8th inst. the Royal Assent was 


given to the Voluntary Schools Bill, Military Wous (Money) Bill, 
Military Lands Bill (1892) Amendment Bill, and to several Provisional 
Order and private Bills. 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE DECISION IN RE M‘GAREL., 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
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£7 10s. per cent. on the rental, but not less than £5; where the rent 
exceeds £100 and does not exceed £500, £7 10s. in respect of the first 
£100 of rent, and £2 10s. in respect of each subsequent £100 of rent.” 

The words ‘‘ per cent.” were left out in the second part of the 
rule, therefore the court held that the £2 10s. only applies to every 
complete £100. 

This was not contemplated when the rules were framed. ‘‘ Per 
cent.” was evidently intended to apply to the intermediate rentals, 
for upon reference to the Digest issued by the Incorporated Law 
Society, p. 25, a table is set forth dealing with the intermediate 
rentals, and a footnote as follows :—‘‘ Intermediate rentals have to 
be calculated having regard to rule 6, fractions of £5 being reckoned 
as £5.” 

This is another instance of rules being prepared by committees 
without reference to the Incorporated Law Society as to the practical 
working, and when a decision is sought, the rules are strictly con- 
strued to the loss of the profession, 

In the present state of the law with regard to drainage and repairs 
the greatest care and trouble is necessary in Lepeins and approving 
leases, and it is only fair that solicitors should be paid upon a scale 
which will remunerate them fairly for the time and trouble entailed. 

55, Basinghall-street, E.C. J. STANLEY KENT. 

April 12. 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 


WIESENER v. RACKOW. No. 1. 9th April. 


AssIGNMENT or Dest—Ricur or Assicner To Sus—AGreEMentT TO Pay 
Money Recoverev To AssiGnor. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of Bruce, J., at 
the trial without a jury. The plaintiff sued as assignee of a debt of £59 
due from the defendant to Roesicker & Schneider, a firm carrying on 
business in Germany. The assignment was by deed, and was absolute in 
form, and was expressed to be in consideration of the payment of £50 by 
the plaintiff to Roesicker & Schneider. It was proved at the trial that 
this sum had not been paid, and it was also proved that, although the 
assignment purported to be an absolute assignment, it was agreed 
between the plaintiff and the assignors that the plaintiff should, when he 
had recovered the debt, hand over the amount thereof to the a-signors, 
after deducting his costs and commission. Bruce, J., held that, as the 
assignors retained their legal interest in the debt, {the assignment was 
bad, that the transaction was in reality the appointment of the plaintiff 
as the agent of the assignors to collect their debt in this country ; and he 
gave judgment for the defendant. In support of the appeal it was 
contended that it was immaterial whether the assignment was subject to a 
trast or not, and Comfort v. Betts (1891, 1 Q. B. 737) was relied on. 

age (Lord Esuer, M.R., Lorzs and Curry, L.JJ.) allowed the 
a . 

9 Esuer, M.R , said that the evidence was clear that the parties 
intended that the foreign firm should assign the debt to the plaintiff in 
order to enable him to sue the defendant in this country in his own name 
on behalf of the foreigners. The chose in action ‘passed in law, the 
to themselves the equity of recovering from the 

laintiff the amount of the debt when he had recovered it from the 

Defendant. That brought the case within the decision of Comfort v. Betts, 
‘ for it was decided in that case that if that was the intention of the parties 

the assignment would be valid. 

Lorzs and Onrrry, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal allowed.—Covunszt, 
Rufus Isaacs ; Ruegg, Q.C.,and Sington. Soxtcrrors, Mann § Taylor ; James 
P. Budden. 

[Reported by F. O, Ronrxsow, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SMITH o. CHORLEY RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL. No. 1. 5th April. 


Locat Government—Buriipine Prans—RervsaL To ArrrovE—ACTION FOR 
Manpamvs, 


Appeal from the judgment of Kennedy, J., rted (1897, 1 Q. B. 532). 
The action was brought for a mandamus b> aaa the defendants to 
and pass certain building plans. The plaintiff proposed to 
certain houses upon land in the defendants’ district, and deposited 
lans with the defendants in accordance with their bye-laws. The 
Sefendants considered that the proposed houses amounted to the laying out 
of a new street, and refused to pass the plans upon the groucd that the 
fs gag street was not of the width required by the bye-laws. At the 
the jury found that the proposed buildings did not amount to the 
oo of a new street. The learned judge, upon further considera- 
tion, that an action of mandamus would not lie, and gave judgment 
for the defendants. The plaintiff appealed. 
Tux Covrr (Lord Esurr, M.R., Lorzs and Cuirry, L.JJ.) dismissed the 


Esuzn, M.R., said that the local tribunal admittedly had juris- 
diction to consider these plans with the view of seeing whether they would 
approve or disapprove of them. The plans were laid before them for that 
ag It was admitted that they had honestly considered that 

. The question before them depended upon this fact, amongst 
others—namely, whether the plans involved the laying out of a new 





street. That was the foundation of their decision. They had to consider 
and decide that fact. They decided that it was a new street, and dis- 
approved of the plans. It was impossible to say that they had done any- 
thing beyond their jurisdiction. It followed that no appeal lay from that 
decision. The plaintiff had brought this action for a mandamus avowedly 
to compel them to alter their decision and to approve of the plans. The 
action was really brought by way of appeal from the decision of the local 
tribunal acting honestly within their jurisdiction. In his opinion no such 
appeal Jay. The action, therefore, was not maintainable. 

Lorgs, L.J., concurred. The district council did not refuse or neglect 
to come to a conclusion with respect to the plans. ‘{hey exercised their 
discretion, and disepproved of them, thinking that the proposed buildings 
involved the laying out of a new street. What was the law applicable to 
these facta? It seemed to him that the exercise of the discretion by the 
tribunal, however erroneous, in respect of a matter within their juris- 
diction, if the discretion was bond fide and honestly exercised, wa; a matter 
for the tribunal alone, and that there was no appeal from them. If that 
were not the law the result would be that, when a matter was entrusted 
by the Legislature to a local tribunal, and they exercised their discretion 
honestly in the matter, the court could compel them to exercise their dis- 
cretion in another way. The action, therefore, would not lie. 

Curry, L.J., concurred. ‘The district council had a discretion conferred 
upon them as regards the plans. They honestly considered the plans 
and disapproved of them. It was within their province, as forming part 
of the grounds of their decision, to inquire whether the plans involved 
the laying out of a new street. In his opinion this action would not lie. 
The question put to the jury was put for the purpose of getting a decision 
that the district counci! had wrongly exercised the discretion vested in 
them. ‘That was really attempting, by way of appeal, to review and 
reverse the decision honestly arrived at by the district council. No such 
appeal lay.—CounseL, E. Sutton; C. A. Russell, Q.C., and F. H. Mellor. 
Soricrrors, Roweliffes ¢ Co., for Jackson § Son, Chorley ; Crowders $ Vizard, 
for Stanton § Sons, Chorley. 


{Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SOUTH AFRICAN TERRITORIES (LIMITED) v. WALLINGTON. No. 1. 
12th April. 
Company —AGREEMENT TO TAKE DepentvuRES—FaArILcure To Pay InsTaALMENTS 
—Sprciric Perrormancsa—DamacEs. 


This was an appeal by the defendant from the judgment of Wright, J., 
at the trial of the action without a jury. The plaintiffs claim was for (1) 
specific performance of an agreement, dated the 24th of September, 1895, 
for payment of instalments due upon certain debentures of the plaintiff 
company applied for by the defendant; or (2) payment of the balance of 
the price of the debentures; and (3) damages. ‘The defendant had 
applied for sixteen debentures of the plaintiff company (repayable in 
1900), according to the following form: ‘‘To the directors of South 


African Territories (Limited). Gentlemen, — Having paid to your 
bankers the sum of £ being a deposit of £5 per debenture 
on debentures of the above-named company, in the terms 


of your debenture prospectus, dated the 2lst of September, 1895, I 
request you to allot me that number of debentures, and I agree to accept 
the same or any less amount that may be allotted to me on the terms of 
the prospectus, and I agree to pay the further instalments due thereon in 
accordance with the terms of the said prospectus.’’ The plaintiff com- 
pany duly allotted to the defendant sixteen debentures of the company. 
The defendant had at the time of his application paid £80, being a deposit 
of £5 in respect of each of the sixteen debentures applied for, but he 
failed to pay any further sum, either for allotment or by way of instal- 
ments. Wright, J., held that the plaintiffs’ claim was for a debt, and he 
gave judgment for the plaintiff company for £520, the amount of the 
instalments due at the time of the issue of the writ. The defendant 


appealed. 

Tur Covar (Lord Esuer, M.R , Lorzs and Ourrry, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 

yo LJ., in the course of a written judgment, said that the question 

was, Was the contract a contract to pay a specific sum, or only a contract 
to make a loan of money? If it was the latter it was clear that specific 

rformance would not lie. The agreement must be looked at as a whole. 
Rave. in its very nature, it was a contract to lend money for a certain 
fixed period to the company, the payment to be made in the way specified. | 
On a contract to lend money you could not sue for the money; you could 
only sue for damages for the breach of the contract. The borrower 
might go into the market the next day after breach, and get the money 
without incurring any loss, or he might not be able to get it without 
suffering a loss, in which case the measure of damages was the loss he 
suffered. The point was put very clearly by Chitty, J., in The Western 
Wagon and Property Co. v. West (1891, 2 Ch., atp. 277): ‘‘ It was contended 
for the plaintiffs that on a contract to make a loan the measure of damages 
for breach was the sum to be lent, and that the damages were 
thus liquidated and ascertained . . . Ona contract to make a loan of 
money the measure of damages is the loss sustained by the breach, and 
the damages may be merely nominal. For instance, if A. agrees to lend 
B. £100 at interest for a week, and makes default, and B. within a few 
minutes after the time at which the £100 ought to have been lent obtains 
from his bankers a loan of £100 at the same rate of interest, and for the 
same period of time, the damages would be merely nominal. Damages 
recovered are not recovered by way of loan; the plaintiff puts them into 
his pocket and them. It is really difficult to understand how this 

t 


argument as to measure of damages could have been seriously 
advanced,’’ His lordship could not understand how Wright, J., decided 
that the plaintiff was entitled to judgment for £520, the full amount 
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payable upon the debentures up to the date of issuing the writ in the 
action ; that was, in reality, specific performance. In his lordship’s judg- 
ment the contract was a contract fora loen, and on the breach damages 
only were recoverable. 5s. had been paid’. into court, and there was no 
evidence given of any damage to the plaintiff company. Under these 
circumstances 5s. was sufficient, and the judgment must be reversed. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., and Curry, L.J., concurred. Ap) allowed.— 
CounseL, Gore Browne; Bigham, Q.C., and Herbert Smith. Soxicrrors, 
Ranger, Burton, § Frost ; Pyke § Voules. 

[Reported by F. O. Rozrysoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


GUARDIANS OF THE POOR OF THE ST. OLAVE’S UNION (Appel- 
lants) v. GUARDIANS OF THE POOR OF THE CANTERBURY 
UNION (Respondents), No.1. 9th April. 

Poor Law—Serriement—IRREMOVABILITY — Resrpence IN Hosrrrar— 
Poor Removat Act, 1846, s. 1—Drvipgp Parisnes Act, 1876, s. 34. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court (ante, p. 
243, 45 W. R. 302; 1897, 1 Q. B. 438), on a case stated by the Recorder 
of Canterbury. On the Ist of April, 1896, Edward James Farr, aged nine 
years, became chargeable to the respondent union. He was the son of 
Arthur Farr and Elien Farr. Ellen Farr died in 1888. In 1889 Edward 
James Farr was sent by his father to reside with a relative in the respon- 
dent union, where he remained till he became c ble. On the 23rd 
of July, 1892, Arthur Farr went to live in the appellant union, and con- 
tinued to have his home and residence there until his death. From the lst 
of May to the 29th of July, 1895, Arthur Farr was absent from his home, 
being admitted on the former date into a hospital, outside the appellant 
union, and remaining in the hospital and in a convalescent home connected 
with it until the latter date, when he returned home. He remained at 
his home till the 15th of April, 1896, when he died. On the 24th of April, 
1896, two justices for the city of Canterbury made an order for the 
removal of Edward James Farr from the respondent union to the appel- 
lant union on the ground that he was legally settled in the appellant 
union. On appeal to quarter sessions it was contended for the appel- 
lants that Edward James Farr resided from April, 1889, to April, 1896, 
in the respondent union under such circumstances as to gain for him a 
status of irremovability in his own right in that union ; and secondly, that 
even if he took his father’s settlement, the father had not acquired a 
settlement in the appellant union, by reason of his absence in hospital in 
May, June, and July, 1895. The recorder held that Arthur Farr had 
acquired a settlement in the appellant union, and that Edward James 
Farr had not become irremovable in the respondent union. By the Poor 
Removal Act, 1846, s.1: ‘‘No person shall be removed . . . from 
any parish in which such person shall have resided for five years (reduced 
to one year by 28 & 29 Vict. c. 79) next before the application for the 
warrant. Provided always, that the time during which such person shall 
be a prisoner in a prison, or shall be serving her Majesty as a soldier, 
marine, or sailor, or reside as an in-pensioner in Greenwich or Chelsea 
Hospitals, or shall be confinedina lunatic asylum . . or as a patient 
ina hospital . . . shall for all purposes be excluded in the computa- 
tion of time hereinbefore mentioned.”” By the Divided Parishes Act, 1876, 
s. 34: ‘* Where any person shall have resided for the term of three years 
in any parish in such manner and under such circumstances in each of 
such years as would in accordance with the several statutes in that 
behalf render him irremovable, he shall be deemed to be settled therein.’’ 
The Divisional Court (Wright and Bruce, JJ.) allowed the appeal. They 
held that the time during which Arthur Farr had been in hospital must 
be excluded from the computation of his period of residence in the appel- 
lant union, and that as he had therefore not resided three consecutive 
years in the appellant union he had not acquired a settlement in that 
union. The respondent union appealed. 

Tue Covert (Lord Esuzn, M.R., Loves and Curry, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision of the Divisional Court, and dismissed the appeal.—Covunsezt, 
Dickens, Q.0., Joseph, and Hohler ; Maemorran, Q.C.,and Harper. Soxtcr- 
tors, Speechly, Mumford, Landon, § Rogers, for Plummer, Canterbury ; Ark- 
coll, Cockell, § Chadwick. 

[Reported by F. O, Rosixsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HORNSEY DISTRICT COUNCIL ». SMITH No.2 17th and 18th March, 
2nd April. 


Locan Government—Srreet—Pavinc Expsnsrs—Nationa, ScnHoot— 
CHARGE UPON THE Premises—ENFORCEMENT OF CHARGE BY SALB OR 
Mortcace—Pusiic Hzartu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55) ss. 150, 
257. 


Appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported ante, p. 209; 45 W. R. 
231). The plaintiffs took out a summons for the enforcement by sale or 
mortgage of a charge upon a National school within their district in 
respect of certain paving and other expenses which had been incurred and 
apportioned against the trustees of the school under section 150 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and which had recently been declared by the 
court to be a charge upon the school premises under section 257 of the 
same Act (44 W. R. 559; 1896, 2 Ch. 254). The site of the school had 
originally formed part of the glebe of the parish, and had been conveyed 
to the trustees under section 6 of the School Sites Act, 1841, for the 
purposes of a school, and ‘‘for no other purposes whatsoever.”” The 
plaintiffs had not taken summary the trustees for the 


proceedings 
recovery of the expenses within the time specified by the Public Health 
Act, 1875. 
Kexewicn, J., held that the charge could be enforced by sale or mort- 
of the freed from the trusts of the deed, even though the 
fond so charged had been dedicated exclusively to the purposes of a 


National school under the School Sites Act, 1841. The trustees of the 
school appealed. 
Tar Covrr (Livre, A. L. Surrn, and Ricny, L.JJ,) allowed the 


appeal. 

2nd April.—The written judgment of the court was delivered b 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., who stated the facts, and continued: first 
question is whether the ap its are “‘owners”’ of the land within the 
meaning of the Public Health Act, 1875, in which case a charge by virtue 
of section 257 of the Act would be created upon the premises; and the 
second is, if there be such a charge, whether the court can enforce it by 
ordering a sale of the school premises. As regards the first point, this 
depends upon whether the appellants are ‘‘ owners’’ of the school pre- 
mises within the meaning of section 257 of the Act of 1875. This section 
enacts ‘‘ Where any local authority have incurred 
ment whereof the owner of the premises . . . is made liable under 
this Act . . . such expenses may be recovered . . . from 
person who is the owner of such when the works are Prctan Tes | 
ae ae es such expenses and interest, the same shall 
be a charge on the pre in respect of which they were incurred.’’ 
By section 4 of the same Act *‘‘ Owner’ means the person for the time 
being receiving the rack rent of the lands or premises in connection with 
which the word is used, whether on his own account or as agent or trustee 
for any other person, or who would so receive the same if such lands or 
premises were let ata rack rent.” In the case of Bowditch v. Wakefield 
Local Board of Health (L. R. 6 Q. B. 567, 19 W. R. Dig. 66), in the year 
1871 the Court of Queen’s Bench held that the trustees to whom ne 
had been conveyed for ty meg of a school under the provisions of 
section 2 of the School Sites Act of 1841 were “‘owners”’ within the 
meaning of the Public Health Act of 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63), which is 
identical so far as ‘‘ owner ”’ is co: with section 4 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, and if this case is law and has not been overruled, there can 
be no doubt that the ap ts are “‘owners’’ within the meaning of 
section 257 of the Public Health Act of 1875. . . . It cannot be said that 
this Wakefield case has ever been in terms overruled, nor do we find 
ever been doubted, but, on the contrary, as will be seen hereafter, 
treated as guod law as late as in the year 1885 by this court in the 
Wright v. Ingle (34 W. R. 220, 16 Q. B. D. 379), and oes. 
Re Christchurch Inclosure Act (42 W. R. 614; 1894, 3 Ch. 209), 
Mathew, J., in 1895, in the case of Vestry of St. Mary, Islington v. 
(43 W. R. 44; 1895, 1 Q. B. 369). It is, however, argued on behalf of 
appellants, the trustees of the school, that two cases—the one in 
Exchequer Chamber, Plumstead Board of Works v. The British Land Co. 
W. R. 634, L. R. 10 Q. B. 203), and the other in the House of Lords, 
Great Eastern Railway Co. v. The Hackney District Board of Works (31 W. R. 
769, 8 App. Cas. 687)—shew that the ground of Blackburn, J.’s, decision 
in the Wakefield case was erroneous, and consequently the case is no longer 
law. It was said that the ground of his decision was that ‘‘owner’’ in 
the Act included, “erp others, the case of the owner of promises which 
were never capable of being let at a rack rent, and that the two cases 
above mentioned shewed that this was not so. Blackburn, J., in the same 
year as he decided the Wakefield case (1871), in the case of Lord Northbrook 
v. Plumstead Board of Works (20 W. R. 117, L. RB. 7 Q. B. 183), and again 
in 1874 in Plumstead Board of Works v. British Land Co. (ubs supra), re- 
affirmed what he had said in the Wakefield case, but this later case was 
taken upon appeal to the Exchequer Chamber and rev ‘ 
is said that this reversal overruled the Wakefield case, and 
Lords, in the year 1883, in The Great Eastern Railway Co. v. Hackney ref 
Works (ubi supra) had done the same thing. The ap ts’ t 
—that it is not now correct to say that a person is an ‘‘ owner ”’ within the 
meaning of section 257 of the Public Health Act, 1875, if the property 
which he possesses is by law for ever incapable of being le 
They point out that in the year 1868, to the Wakefield case, Black- 
burn, J., in the case of Angell v. Vestry of Paddington (16 W. R. 1167, L. RB. 
3 Q. B. 714) had stated that he could not see how commissioners for build- 
ing additional churches could be said to be owners within section 250 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855, which as regards ‘‘ owner”’ is identical 
with section 4 of the Public Health Act of 1875. In the case of Plumstead 
Board of Works v. The British Land Company (ubi supra) in the Exchequer 
Chamber it was held that, assuming the land com: to be owners of the 
soil of the roads, they were not ‘‘ owners’’ thereof within section 250 of 
18 & 19 Vict. c. 120 (the Management Act of 1855), because 
the roads had been irrevocably to the public; in other words, 
because the roads had for ever become incapable of being let at a rack 
rent, and, therefore, the land company were not “‘ owners” within the 
meaning of the section. We must point out that that judgment, which 
was delivered by Lord Coleridge, in which Bramwell, Cleasby, Pollock, 
and Amphlett, BB., and Grove, J., concurred, leaves out of 
that the minerals under the roads were still the property of the defendants, 
but that case is nevertheless an authority u us, that if the land 
of an owner be irrevocably dedicated to the is not an ‘“‘ owner”’ 
within the meaning of the Act. The Wakefield case was not cited in the 
Exchequer Chamber. Again in the House of Lords in *883, in the case of 
Great Eastern Railway Co. v. The Hi Board of Works (ubi supra), the 
same thing was held. One point which arose in that case was whether 
the Great Eastern Railway Co. were ‘‘owners’’ of land within the 
meaning of the Act. Lord Watson, at p. 693, sums up the previous 
authorities, though the Wakefield case was again not to. says : 
“The authorities cited in the course of the 
establish this proposition—that the person vested with 
heritable subjects which have been placed extra commereium or 
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mere accessories of the public highway, and are not, in my opinion, land 
capable of yielding a rack rent to the appellants within the meaning of the 
statutes.”” Lord Blackburn agreed in this opinion. These two cases, in 
our judgment, shew that, if land be by statute for ever incapable of 
a rack rent, the owner thereof is not ‘‘ owner’’ within the mean- 
of Acts. In the year 1885,in Wright v. Ingle (ubi supra) this 
court had to consider the meaning of the word ‘‘owner’’ in the 250th 
section of the Metropolis Local Management Act of 1885, which, as 
before stated, is identical with section 4 of the Act of 1875. The court 
by no means overruled the Wakefield case, but, on the contrary, Lord 
Esher expressly says that he thought he was not overruling any previous 
case, that the Wakefield case remained untouched. - As before 
stated, Stirling, J.,in Re Christchurch Inclosure Act (ubi supra), treated the 
case of Bowditch v. Wakefield Local Board (ubi supra) as still standing, and 
in 1895, in the case of The Vestry of St. Mary, Islington v. Cobbett (ubi 
supra), Mathew, J., treated it as a binding authority. It is true that 
there is no provision for reverter in section 6 of the Act of 1841, under 
which the land was conveyed to the predecessors of the appellants, as 
there is in the prior sections—why this was omitted we do not know—but 
it will be seen that under section 14 of the Act of 1841 the present school 
premises and buildings may in certain events be sold or exchanged by 
the trustees for other land cr building suitable to the purposes of their 
trust, in which case the school premises would become unfettered from 
the obligation “‘ of being applied for the site for a school for poor persons 
of the parish, and for no other purpose whatever’’ ; and it wouid aleo 
seem that under section 23 of the Elementary Schools Act, 1870 (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 75), the school might be transferred to a School Board either at a 
pvominal rent or otherwise. In these circumstances, in our judgment, it 
cannot be said, as is said by the appellants, that the school premises are 
by statute incapacitated for ever trom earning a rack rent, and conse- 
quently the first point taken by the school trustees fails. It may be that 
the reason given by Lord Blackburn in the Wakefield case has been dis- 
sented from, but that does not necessarily make the decision itself wrong, 
for if in the Wakefield case, as in the present, the premises were not sub- 
ect ‘‘ in perpetuity to a public right,’’ the decision is correct. In our 
judgment the Wakefield case as a decision stands, and consequently the 
district council have a charge upon the premises of the appellants. We 
now come to the question whether this charge can be enforced by this 
court making an order for the sale of the school premises. It appears to 
us clear that the Schools Sites Act, 1841, never contemplated such a 
proceeding, for it enacts by the statutory form of conveyance that 
‘the premises were to be conveyed for the purposes of the said 
to be applied as a site for a school for poor persons of 
, and for no other purpose whatever.’”’ As long as the premises 
a site for the school and are used as such, the court, by ordering a 
, would be obviously acting in direct contravention of the special 
jon of 1841, and, indeed, when the Act of 1841 was passed 
re was not to our knowledge any means by which a third party 
obtain a charge upon the property, and a fortiori he could obtain no 
for its sale. It is true by the general Act of 1875 (the Public Health 
ct of that year) in certain cases a local authority may get a charge upon 
ises for mses incurred by them, but we can find nothing in 
the general Act to shew that it was intended by the Legislature to over- 
ride the manifest object of the special Act of 1841, which an order for 
the sale of the school premises would clearly frustrate. It may be said, 
Why give a charge if it is not to be enforccd by an order for sale? But 
where in the general Act of 1875 can be found any indication of the 
Legislature that school sites when used for school purposes should be sold 
to pa ving expenses? It is familiar law that special Acts are not 
by general Acts unless there is some express reference to the 
a legislation upon the subject, or unless there is a necessary 
sistency in the two Acts standing together. The cases of London 
and Blackwall Railway Co. v. Limehouse Board of Works (5 W. R. 64, 3 K. 
& J. 123, at pp. 127-128), Thorpe v. Adams (19 W. R. 352, L. R. 6 C. P. 
125), and Fitzgerald v. Champneys (9 W. R. 850, 2 Jo. & Hem. 31, at pp. 
64 and 55), are good examples of this. For these reasons we are of 
opinion that Kekewich, J., was right when he held that the district 
council had a charge upon the school premises, but was not right in 
ordering a sale of them. The district council have a remedy against the 
8 personally under the Act of 1875, but the time in this case has 
been allowed to elapse for the exercise of this remedy. As regards the 
charge which they have upon the school premises, the district council are 
not, in our judgment, entitled to ask the court for an order for the sale 
ef them in the circumstances at present existing. The charge will 
stand, but the order for sale must be set aside, with costs here and below. 
Appeal allowed.—CovunseL, Dibdin ; Macmorran, Q.C., and E. Beaumont. 
Soxrcrrons, Lee, Bolton, § Lee; Leonard J. Tatham. 
[Reported by W. SHALLCROSS GODDARD, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re RUMNEY AND SMITH’S CONTRACT. Stirling, J. 8th April. 


Vuwpor any Puncuastr — Power or Satz — Assigns —VaLimprry or 
SaLz By. 
This case raised an important question as to whether the transferee of a 
——- made to a building society could exercise a power of sale con- 
the mortgage deed. Ata sale B agaee on the 26th of August, 
1896, Rumney, as mortgagee selling under a power of sale, contracted 





April 17, 1897. 
of Octo! and made betwesn Dawson (therein called the mort- 
gagor) 0 one part, and Sylvester, Hayward, and Palmer (thereinafter 


called the trustees), the trustees of the Wilts and Western Benefit Building 
Society, of fhe other part, after reciting that the mortgagor was a member 
of, and entitled to certain shares in, the said society, and had requested 
the directors of the said society to advance him the sum of £200 out of the 
funds of the society in respect of his said shares, which they had agreed to 
do upon the repayment thereof with interest thereon by 252 instalments 
of £1 103. each being secured by a mortgage in fee of the hereditaments 
therein mentioned, and by the covenant of the mortgagor thereinafter 
contained, it was witnessed that, in pursuance of the said agreement 
and in consideration of the sum of £200 to the mortgagor paid by the 
trusted OUt of the funds oF the said soclety, he, the mortgagor, did thereby 
covenant with the trustees, their executors, administrators, and assigns, 
that he would pay unto the trustees or trustee for the time being of the 
said society, or unto such other person or persons as should, according to 
the rules of the said society, from time to time be authorized to receive 
the same, the sum of £200, with interest thereon, by the instalments 
therein mentioned (the last to be paid in September, 1898), and also would 
pay unto the trustees or trustee for the time being of the said society, or 
other the person or persons who, according to the rules of the said society, 
should from time to time be authorized to receive the same all such fines 
and other payments (if any) as were therein referred to. And the mort- 
gagor thereby granted the hereditaments in question unto and to the use 
of the trustees, their heirs and assigns, subject to a proviso for redemption 
on payment of the moneys thereby secured unto the trustees or trustee 
for the time being of the said society, or other the person or persons who, 
according to the rules of the society, should from time to time be author- 
ized to receive the same. And it was thereby also provided that in case of 
such default on the part of the mortgagor as the mentioned, it should 


be lawful for ‘‘the trustees or trustee for the time being of the said 
yFeMIses bY public-auction oF private 


8 Pp 

contract in manner therein mentioned. And it was thereby declared that 
the receipt in writing ‘‘ of the trustees or trustee for the time being of the 
said society, or of the persons or person who for the time being should 
assume to act as such trustees or trustee”? for purchase-moneys, 
should be an effectual discharge to the purchaser pay the same. They 
purchaser having raised the objection that the power of sale contained in| 
the said indenture of mortgage was exerciseable by the trustees or trustee 
of the said society exclusively, and not by an assignee from them, the 
matter was brought before the court on a summons under the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874. 

Srmurme, J., held that the objection taken by the purchaser was good, 
and that the vendor had not made out a good title. His lordship relied 
on the decision in Bradford v. Belfield (2 Sim. 264), and held that the law 
is that powers and trusts fo @ can only be exercised by t n 

purpose in the instrument which creates such trust or 
ower. If the case of Bradford v. Belficld was to be overruled this must be 
one by a higher court.—Oounset, Buckley, Q.C., and Jolly ; Hastings, 
Q.0., and £. Ford. Soutcrrors, Moon, Gilks, § Moon; Howard Rumney, tor 
Mann § Rodway, Trowbridge. 
[Reported by W. Scorr Tuompson, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


LEEDS PERMANENT BENEFI™ Nee SOCIETY ». MALLANDAINE, 
9th April. 


Intanp Revenve—Buitpine Socigety—Apvances To Borrowrnc Mempers 
—Morteace — Borrowers’ Perropican Repayments—Depvcrions— 
Liasitity or Socrety to Income Tax unpgs Scuzepute D on Interest 
— on Apvances—16 & 17 Vicr. c. 34, s. 40, Scuzpures A 
ann D. 


Case stated by the Commissioners for special purposes of the Income 
Tax Acts on an appeal by the Leeds Permanent efit Building Society 
against an assessment of £60,200 made upon them by the Commis- 
sioners for general purposes under Schedule D of the Income Tax Acts 
for the year ending the 5th of April, 1895, in respect of interest received 
from its borrowing members. ‘The appellants were a building society 
established at Leeds in 1848, aud incorporated in 1875 under the provi- 
sions of the Building Societies Act, 1874. The objects of the society 
were to raise by subscriptions of the members a fund, out of which 
advances on property could be made to members of the society, the 
repayment of which sums were secured to the society by mortgages. The 
society transacted no business other than the receipt of money from some 
members and the lending out of it to others. Ino to provide a sum for 
working expenses tae society charged a slightly higher rate of interest to 
borrowing members than it granted to depositors or investing members. 
On the 6th of October, 1894, there were 2,468 borrowing members owing 
the society £1,367,724. From time to time there was a distribution of any 
surplus that had accrued from the fund so raised for working expenses. 
The society, however, made no profits strictly so termed, and no claim on 
that head was made by the Crown. The Crown claimed to be entitled to 
tax under Schedule D the interest paid to the society in respect of money 
borrowed by its members. The society maintained that as everything that 
could be taxed had been taxed already under Schedule A of the Income 
Tax Act, this was a double taxation of the same property, aud opposed 
the claim on various grounds. Counsel on behalf of the society contended 


that income tax was only chargeable on interest when it was annual 


with Smith for the eale to him of certain freehold hereditaments. Rumney | interest, in other cases “interest,” if charged at all, must be charged as 


claimed title to sell the suid hereditaments as transferee of the mortgage 


rofits, and here admittedly the society made no profits. Under the 


next hereinafter stated. By an indenture of mortgage dated the 2nd day “ Income Tax Acts the “‘occupier”—that was the borrowing member or 
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his tenant—was the person who ought to deduct the income tax and pay | Tus Oovrr (Cave and Lawranocs, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. Ww 
it to the Commissioners. gmeneng: if the court held that it was| Cave, J.—I think this appeal must: be dismissed. The decision of the. 
annual interest, the society was not oes See county court judge was quite right. tea apene Branee: yam sen 
because it was reserved upon land which had paid, or ought to have paid, | that if in an action of tort the defendant relies upon any statutory : 
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of the same property. For the Crown it was contended that a pro 
part of these payments should be charged as ‘‘ interest ’’ 
the receivers—namely, those of the society: London County 
Grove (25 W.R. 279). The claim was not made under Schedule 
under ule D. Under the latter schedule the of 
charge the interest, whether annual or not, re , and 
dent of the charge to be paid under Schedule A: The Middles 
Permanent Building Society (53 L. T. N. 8. 492), Attorney-General v. Worrall 
(43 W.R. 118; 1895, 1 Q. B. 99), Clerical, ¢c., Assurance Co. v. Carter (22 
Q. B. D. 444), Heath v. Pugh (6 Q. B. D. 345). The borrowers were not 
entitled to deduct the income tax from the interest they paid the society, 
inasmuch as section 40 of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 34 did not apply. 

Tue Court gave judgment for the Crown. 

Wuus, J., said, in deciding the present question, it appeared to him 
to be immaterial to determine whether or no property tax under Schedule 
A had been c and paid on the property mortgaged to the society. 
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Lynch ; Moyses. Soxtcrrors, 8, SOF, 
[Reported by E. G. Srituweit, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


the Mortgraete, the bopowing mentors of the sotisty, sad set by the | SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 

society, aod be th t that a very considerable portion of the mortgaged | April 12—Jauzs Caowpy (Howard House, Arundel-street, Strand). 

property had escaped taxation up to the present time altogether, because | April 12—James Henny Watsu (St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea and Blackburn). 
y far the greater number of the borrowing members would not be liable} April 13—Tuomas Purpy (Bl Northumber'! . 


April 13—Joun Tomunson (Town Hall-square, Bolton). 
SOLICITOR SUSPENDED FROM PRACTICE. 


April 12—Epwarp Fisercusr Mavp (U; Fountaine-street, Leeds) — 
Pe haw ~ ( wl ’ 
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to pay that particular branch of income'tax by reason of the smallness 

their incomes. He had come to the conclusion that the payments made 
by the borrowing members in repayment of their advances could not be 
considered as falling within the term ‘‘ yearly interest.’’ He did not base 
that opinion upon the fact of the instalments becoming due and payable 
eualilly ; but the interest was inextricably mixed up with princlpal by 
the system of repayment. The borrowing members certainly could not 
ascertain how much of each particular instalment was interest and how 
much capital. The question then had to be considered whether these 
repayments were taxable to the society under Schedule D. There was no 
doubt, having regard to the decision of the Court of Ap in the London 
County Council ¥. Grove that they were. The Solicitor-General had amply 
satisfied him with regard to the charging sections of the Act, and 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 
The following is an additional list of subscriptions up to the 13th April. 


his judgment must be for the Crown. : ead 
Granruam, J., said he had no hesitation in coming to the conclusion | Amount previously actnowiodiged | git We grssies Yad ns g 3,808 16) 0 
that the claim of the Crown had in this case been clearly established. It | (. G. Scott, 41 and 42, New a Me 3 1010 0 
had been contended by the society that this was an attempt to tax the | W. A. Crump & Son, 10, Philpot-lane, B.C. . . . . 2% 5 0 
same property twice, and that the property, having paid under Schedule A, | Davidson & 40 and 42, Queen Victoria-street, B.C. . 52 10 0 
could not be made to pay again under Schedule D what was the same tax | John Cooper, Henley-on-Thames . . . . . 110 
though called by a different name. No doubt in one sense that wastrue,/J.F.Qooper,Henley . . . 9 «+s 110 
but many cases could be cited where the same property was taxed more | Walker, Martineau, & Co., 36, Theobalds-road, W.O. 265 0 
than once as it passed from hand to hand, and therefore the ap; ts | Hellard &Son, Portsmouth . - . «. « 55 «@ 
on that ground could not complain of being exceptionally y dealt | G. St. Clare Bedford, 21, Deans-yard, Westminster, W.C 220 
with. It seemed, indeed, that the majority of the borrowing members | (. B. Hi ‘ 10 00 
themselves occupied these houses, and although liable to be assessed to/ R. J. Onli @ Bon, 12, val’s-inn, EC. . 11° 
income tax as the landlord in respect of this property they were in most | Slaughter & , 18, Austin Friars, ¥.0. ‘ 52.100 
cases able to claim exemption, so that, as a matter of fact, the tax under , Son, & 3, Gray’s-inn-square, W.C ‘ 15 16 0 
Schedule A was rarely paid. In his opinion Rules 10 jand 11 of the Act | A. Kastwood, $1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.0. . oe! oy 330 
covered the case of a mortgagee in possession as well as that of a mort- | Thorne & Welsford, 17, Gracechurch-street, E.C 1010 © 
gagor. For these reasons he agreed that the —— should be dismissed | John M ae 11° 
with costs, leaving the question of how much of the grosasum was interest | C. Atkins , St. Beer, Trowbridge eoage BO 
and how much principal to be ascertained. — dismissed.—Counssi, | W. ©. Thorne, Dock Office, 5 58 
Sir E. Clarke, Q.C.; Dicey, Q.C.; Lord Rober and Malcolm Macnagh- | G, Winch, Chatham . A : “ 5 6 0 
ten; The Solicitor-General (Sir R. Finlay, Q.O.), Danckwerts, and Peacock. | H, B. Bradley, Folkestone . ‘s 5 60 
Soricrrors, Torr ¢ Co., for Middleton § Sons, Leeds; Solicitor of Inland | P, E. Sankey, Margate . i 5 60 
Revenue. J. A. Phillpott, Oranbrook . ‘ 220 
(Reported by Exsxixz Rein, Barrister-at-Law.] H. Wood, Chatham . : F 220 
iv C O. F. Daniel, ° 11:0 
CONROY v. PEACOCK. Div. Court. 6th April. be a ~~ ee aoe 7? 
Exptovers’ Lianmiry—Norice or Insuny—Srarvrony Darence—Noricsg | PF, F. Giraud, Faversham ¢ - - 
Tuerzor—Emptoyers’ Lianmity Acr (43 & 44 Vior. c. 42), s. 4—| R, A. Goldie, Rochester . " 110 
County Court Ruxzs, orp. 10, rr. 10 anv 18. F. Johnson, Faversham . ‘ 110 
This was an appeal by the defendant in the action from the ju ¢|S.H. King, Maidstone .. 110 
of the Deputy County Court Judge at Wandsworth (Mr. 8. G. Lushing- | H. Monckton, Maidstone. . ara etry were (O).@ 
ton). The action was one under the Employers’ Liability Act (43 & 44 |S. L. Monckton, Maidstone . (arly 2% 1 0 
Vict. c. 42). The accident in respect of which the claim was made took | A. F. W. Stephens, Ohatham - - . + +--+ + FEL O 
place on the 17th of June, though in the culars of the claim the date | A. B. Urmston, Maidstone. 110 
was cet down as being = the pry oe. Saee why sus- - = berg ee Kha : . 
tained was not given until the 3rd of August, e plaintiff, therefore, | R. B. . a " : ; ° . é - ; 
did not compty with section 4 of the above Act. That section provides —_* , &Co., 3 and 6, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, 
that ‘an action for the recovery under this Act of compensation for an SPN ee nt ies ha 10 0 
injury shall not be maintainable unless notice that injury has been sus- | Halees, Trustram, & Oo., 61, . 5 5 0 
tained is given within six weeks from the occurrence of the accident | Dod, Longstaffe, Son, & Fenwick, 10, Berners-street, W. 10 10 0 
causing the injury.”” The defendant relied upon the defence that no | Sweetland & Greenhill, 23, urch-street, E.0 5 5 0 
notice of the injury had been given within six weeks in accordance with | Robt. Greening, 46, Fenchurch-street, E.C 220 
this eection, and the question now raised was whether the defendant | Chas. Harrison, 19, Bedford-row, W. 25 0 
ought to have given notice that he intended to raise this defence. | R. J. Holme, 34, Old Jewry, E.0. . ‘ ee , ‘ 5 5 0 
The learned deputy county court judge held that he ought to have done | “ M. K.,”” per N. T. Lawrence (In Memory of the late G. H. 
80, and from this decision the defendant now a' The Kinderley) . ‘ ‘ a ‘ ‘ ‘ . r 5 5 0 
court judge was not asked to adjourn the case. Under the County Court | J. A. Hellard, Stonehouse, Plymouth - 6&6 0 
Rules, ord. 10, r. 10, itis provided that where the defendant intends to rely | Savery & Stevens, 2, Brabant-court, - 6.80 
upon any of the grounds of defence mentioned in rules 11 to 20 of that| D. Havers, Norwich. . . . ~« 4 4 « «© OW . 
order, he shall fite] a notice with a concise statement of such grounds five | Meredith, Roberts, & Mills, 8, New-square, Lincoln's-inn = me > 
clear days before the return day; and rale 18 provides that, “‘ When in | Meek, Jackson, & Jackson, Devizes. . . - - + 5 ae 
any action of tort the defendant relies upon any statutory defence, he aidan Any gy Te ee Ha 96 pg t nh caginnttlgh S : ag 
shall in his statement set forth the year, chapter, and section of the statute Barnard & Taylor, 47, Lincoln fields, Wi0. . - + 
Thos. J. Hooper, Biggleswade. . « » « © +» 6 5@ 


on which he relies, or the short title thereof, 
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John Stone, Bath . . .-. . kisi Me 3.2.0 G.) 4 pemen men, he, cupeanes te be a judicial trustee of a trust 
Markby, Stewart, & Co., 57, Coleman-street, E.C. . 52 10 0 | although he is already a trustee of the trust. 

————-|_ 6. Vesting orders.| On the appointment of any person to be judicial 
4,273 19 0| trustee the Court shall make such vesting or other orders and exercise 


The following corrections should be made in the lists already pub- 
Bentwich, Watkins, Williams, & Co. should have been Bentwich, 


Watkin, Williams, & Co. 
** An Old Retired Solicitor ’’ should have been R. E. Pannett, of Whitby. 
Parker, Garrett, & Parker should have been Parker, Garrett, & Holman. 
Haworth & Broughton, of Blackburn, should have been Haworth & 


Broughton, of Accrington. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of this Association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
April 14th, Mr. Sidney Smith in the chair; the other directors present 
being Messrs, Grantham R. Dodd, William Geare, Samuel Harris 
(Leicester), J. E, Gray Hill (Liverpool), F. H. Janson, J. H. Kays, Henry 
Roscoe, F. T. Woolbert, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £325 was 
distributed in grants of relief, and other general business was transacted. 








JUDICIAL TRUSTEE RULES. 
Daart or Prorosrp Rutes Unver tue Juprcrat Trusters Act, 1896. 


1. Short title and commencement.| The following Rules may be cited as 
the Judicial Trustee Rules, 1897, and shall apply as far as practicable to 
all matters and proceedings under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 (59 
& 60 Vict. c. 35) (in these Rules called the Act), and shall come into opera- 
tion on the commencement of the Act. 


Appointment of Judicial Trustee. 
2. Mode of making application.| Anapplication to the Court to appoint a 
trustee shall,— 


(a) if not made in a pending cause or matter, be made by originating 
(d) daontete ait tter, be mad t of the relief 
3 g cause or matter, e as of the relie 

claimed, or = summons in the cause or matter. aay 

3. Service of summons.| (1.) The summons shall be served,— 

(a) where the application is made by or on behalf of a trustee, on the 
other trustee (ifany); and 

(b) where the application is made by a beneficiary, on the trustees (if 


any), 
and in either cuse on such (if any) of the beneficiaries as the Court 
(2.) Where the application is made by or on behalf of a person creating 
intending to create a trust, the summons, subject to any direction of 
, need not be served on any person. 
.) The Court may give any ons it thinks fit, either dispensing 
the service of the summons on any person on whom it is required 
served under this rule, or requiring the service of the summons 
Y person on whom it is not required to be served under this rule. 
t to be supplied on application.| (1.) Where an application is 
for the appointment of a judicial trustee by originating summons, 
t must, when he takes out the summons, supply for the use 


3 


He 





43 


‘of the & written statement signed by him containing the following 


sofar as he can information with re to them :— 
(a.) 3 —_ description of the trust and the instrument by which it is, or 
to . 


; , , 

(3.) If @ person is nominated as judicial trustee, the name and address 
of the person nominated, and short particulars of the reasons which 
lead to his nomination ; 

(0.) If a person is nominated as judicial trustee, a statement whether 
— proposed that the person nominated should be remunerated or 


(@.) Short parti of the trust property, with an approximate estimate 
of its income, and capital value ; 
(e.) Short of the incumbrances (if any) affecting the trust 


property ; 

(f.) A statement whether it is proposed that the judicial trustee should 
be a sole trustee or should act jointly with other trustees ; 

(g-) Particulars as to the persons who are in poseession of the documents 
relating to the trust ; 

(4.) The names and addresses of the beneficiaries and short particulars 


of their respective interests ; 
(i.) Any exceptional circumstances specially affecting the administration 


trust. 
(2.) An affidavit by the applicant verifying the statement shall be suffi- 
cient primd facie evidence of the particulars contained in the statement. 
(3.) Where the applicant cannot gain the information necessary for 
Pers ra ama statement on any point, he must mention the fact in 


5. Removal of reatriction as to appointment of certain persons to be trustees.] 
(1.) The Court shall not be precluded by any existing practice as to the 
appointment of trustees from appoin any person to be a judicial 
trustee by reason of 2 scm a eficiary, or relation, or hus- 
pp Str 2 mde ary, OF a 80) ly renee po 

or a married woman, or stan an ion 
Vhreniotetnt . . .. ips 


such other powers as may be necessary for vesting the trust property in 
the judicial trustee either as sole trustee or jointly with other trustees as 
-the case requires. 


Appointment of Official of Court to be Judicial Trustee. 


7. Official judicial trustee.| (1.) Where an official of the Court is 
appointed judicial trustee, the official solicitor of the Court shall (subject: 
to the provisions hereinafter contained in rules thirty, thirty-one, and 
thirty-two, be so appointed, unless, for special reasons, the Court directa 
that some other official of the Court should be so appointed. 

(2.) Any official of the Court appointed to be a judicial trustee shall, on 
his ceasing to hold office, cease to be such a trustee without any formal 
resignation. 

(3.) Where an official of the Court is judicial trustee, any trust pro- 
perty vested in or held by him shall be vested in and held by him under 
his official title and not in his own name. 

(4.) Where an official of the Court appointed to be a judicial trustee of 
a trust dies, or ceases to hold office, his successor in office shall, unless 
the Court otherwise direct, become judicial trustee of the trust 
without any order of the Court or formal appointment, and the 
trust property shall, without any conveyance, assignment, or transfer, in 
such a case become vested in the successor as it was vested in his pre- 
decessor in office. 

8. Appointment of official of Court where a new trustee is not appointed. | 
Where a judicial trustee who is sole trustee of the trust dies, or 
ceases to hold office, the Court may, if a new trustee is not appointed in 
his place, and it appears to be expedient in the interests of the trust to 
appoint a new trustee, appoint an official of the Court to be judicial 
trustee of the trust, either with or without an application for the purpose. 


Administration of the Trust. 


9, Statement of trust property.| (1.) A judicial trustee must, unless in 
any case the Court consider that it is unnecessary, as soon as may be 
after his appointment, furnish the Court with a complete statement of 
the trust property, nes with an approximate estimate of the 
income and — value of each item. 

(2.) When the trust property is varied, increased, or deceased, the 
judicial trustee must, as soon as may be, give the Court such information 
with regard thereto as will be sufficient to make the statement of the 
trust property correct for the time being. 

10. Security.] (1.) A judicial trustee, if not an official of the Court, 
must give security to the Court for the due application of the trust 
property, unless the Court dispenses with security under this rule. 

(2.) The Court may in any case dispense with security on the appli- 
cation of any person appearing to the Oourt to be interested in the trust, 
and shall do so where a judicial trustee is appointed on the application of 
a person creating or intending to create a trust, and that person desires 
that security should be dispensed with, unless for special reasons the 
Court consider that security is in such a case necessary or desirable. 

(3.) The security must, unless otherwise directed by the Court, be 
given to the officer of the Court by the bond of the trustee and some 

uarantee company or responsible person approved by the Court. 

(4.) If the Court is satisfied that sufficient provision is made for the 
safety of the capital of the trust property, the amount of the security 
shal), in —. cases, be an amount exceeding by twenty per centum 
the income of the trust property as estimated by the Court. 

(5.) The Court may at any time require that the amount or nature of 
the security given by a judicial trustee under this rule bs varied, or. 
that security be given where it has previously been dispensed with, and a 
judicial trustee shall comply with any such requirement. 

(6.) Where security is not dispensed with, the ng tages meg of a person 
to be judicial trustee shall not take effect until he given the security 

uired by the Court under this rule. 

7.) Any premium by a judicial trustee to any guarantee 
company on account of his security may, if the Court so directs, be paid 
out of the income of the trust property. 

11. Custody of documents.| (1.) When a judicial trustse is appointed, a 
separate account for receipts and payments on behalf of the trust must 
be kept in the name of the trustees at some bank sy hs by the Court, 
and all title deeds and all certificates and other documents which are 
evidence of the title of the trustee to any of the trust property shall be 
deposited with that bank or in such other custody as the Court directs. 

(2.) The deeds or documents must! be deposited in the names of the 
trustees, and the judicial trustee must give notice to the body or person 
with whom the deeds or documents are so deposited not to deliver any of 
them over to any person except on a request signed by the judicial 
trustee and countersigned by the officer of the Court, and also to allow 
any person authorized by the officer of the Court in writing t> inspect 
them during business hours. 

(3.) The judicial trustee must deposit with the Court alist of all deeds or 
documents deposited in any custody in pursuance of this rule, and must give 
par ion to the Court from time to time of any variation to be made 
in the list. 

(4.) Where a judicial trustee intends to sell any of the trust property 
vested in him, he must give notice of his intention to the Court, and must 
also cause any mone; from the sale to be paid direct int» the trust 


y 
account of the trust at the bank. 
(5.) The judicial trustee must, if at any time directed by the Court, 
give an order to the bank at which the trust account is kept, not to pay af 








do ogd2dgt aD 


Sousa 








ia 


emwern 


roe 


son 
‘ity 


aid 


7% 











_ April 17, 1897. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 41.] 427 








any one time any sum over a specified amount out of the trust account 
except on an order countersigned by the officer of the Court. 

(6.) Any payments on account of the income of the trust property shall, 
if possible, be provided for by means of a standing order to the bank at 
which the trust account is kept, to pay certain sums to certain persons at 
certain dates. 

(7.) The Court shall give such directions to the judicial trustee as may 
be necessary for carrying into effect this rule, and alsoany other directions 
which may, in the opinion of the Court, be necessary or expedient for 
eecuring the safety of the trust property. 

(8.) Where an official of the Court is judicial trustec, the Court may 
direct that, instead of a separate account of the receipts and payments on 
behalf of the trust being kept at some bank approved by the Court, all 
receipts on behalf of the trust may be paid to, and all payments on behalf 
of the trust may be made through, the Paymaster-General; and in that 

(a) such an account of those receipts and payments sha!l be kept as the 

Treasury direct ; and 
(b) these rules shall apply, so far as applicable, to the Paymaster- 
General, as they apply to a bank approved by the Court. 

12. Judicial trustee not to keep money in his hands.| A judicial trustee 
must pay all money coming into his hands on azcount of his trust without 
delay to the trust account at the bank, and if he keeps any such money in 
his hands for a longer time than the Court considers necessary, shall be 
liable to pay interest upon it at such rate not exceeding five per centum 
as _ Court may fix for the time during which the money remains in his 
hands. 

13. Directions to judicial trustees.) (1.) A judicial trustee may at any 
time request the Court to give him directions as to the trust or its adminis- 
tration. 

(2.) The request must be accompanied by a statement of the facts with 
regard to which directions are required. 

(3.) The Court may require the trustee or any other person to attend at 
chambers if it appears that such an attendance is necessary or convenient 
for the purpose of obtaining any information or explanation required for 
properly giving directions, or for the purpose of explaining the nature of 
the directions. 

14. Power to dispense with formal evidence.| The Court, if satisfied that 
there is no reasonable doubt of any fact which affects the administration 
of a trust by a judicial trustee, may give directions to the judicial trustee 
to act without formal proof of the fact. 


Accounts and Audit. 


15. Accounts and audit.| (1.) The Court shall give directions to a judicial 
trastee as to the date to which the accounts of the trust are to be made u 
in each year, and shall fix in each year the time after that date within 
which the accounts are to be delivered to it for audit. 

(2.) The accounts shall in ordinary cases be audited by the officer of the 
Court, but the Court, if it considers that the accounts are likely to involve 
questions of difficulty, may refer them to a professional accountant for 
report, and order the payment to him of such amount in respect of his 
report as the Court may fix. 

16. Filing and inspection of accounts.] (1.) The accounts of any trust of 
which there is a judicial trustee, with a note of any variations or sur- 
charges made upon the audit, shall be filed as the Court directs. 

(2.) The Court shall cause a copy of the accounts or, if it thinks fit, of a 
summary of the accounts, of the trust to be sent to such beneficiaries or 
other persons as the Court thinks proper. 

(3.) The Court may, if it thinks fit, having to the nature of the 
relation of the applicant to the trust, allow any person ai plying to inspect 
the filed accounts so to inspect them on giving sonal e notice to the 
officer of the Court. 

17. Deductions allowed.| A judicial trustee shall, unless the Court 
otherwise directs, be allowed on the audit of his accounts deductions 
made on account of his remuneration and allowances under these rules and 
also on account of the fees paid by him under theee rules, but shall not bo 
allowed any deduction on account of the expenses of professional assist- 
ance, or his own work or personal outlay, unless the deduction has been 
authorized by the Court in pursuance of the Act. 


Remuneration and Allowances. 


18. Remunefation of judicial trustee.| (1.) Where a judicial trustee is to 
be remunerated the remuneration to be paid to him shall be fixed by the 
Court, and may be altered by the Court from time to time. 

(2) In fixing the remuneration, regard shall be had to the duties entailed 
upon the judicial trustee by the trust. 

(3) The Court may make, if it thinks fit, special allowances to judicial 
trustees for the following matters, to be paid out of the trust y— 

(a) for the statement of trust property prepared by a judicia) trustee 
on his appointment, an allowance not ex ten guineas ; 

(5) for realizing and investing trust property, where the 2 pe owe: 4 is 
realized for the purpose of reinvestment, an allowance not exceeding 
one and half per centum on the amount realized and reinvested. 


be paid or allowed to him at such times and in such manner as the Court 


19. Application ofremuneration of official of the Court.) Where an official of the 
Court is appointed to be a jud trustee, any remuneration, allowances, 
or other payments payable to him on account of his services as trustee 
— paid, accounted for, and applied in such manner as the Treasury 

t. 
20. Forfeiture of remuneration.] (1.) If the Court is satisfied that a judicial 
trustee has failed to comply with the Act, or with these Rules, or with 
any direction of the Court or officer of the Court made in accordance with 
the Act or these rules, or has otherwise misconducted himself, the Court 
may order that the whole or any part of the remuneration of the trustee 
be forfeited. 

(2.) This rule shall not affect any liability of the judicial trustee for 
breach of trust or to be removed or suspended. 

(3.) A judicial trustee shall have an opportunity of being heard by the 
Court, before any order is made for the ture of his remuneration or 


any part or it. 
Removal and Suspension. 


21. Suspension of judicial trustee.| (1.) The Court may at any time, either 
without any application or on the application of any person ap to 
the Court to be interested in the trust, sus @ judicial trustee, if the 
Court considers that it is expedient to do so, in the interests of the trust, 
and a judicial trustee while suspended shall not have power to act as 
trustee. 

(2) When a judicial trustee is suspended, the Court shall cause notice 
to be given to such of be rweagihe emer to the Court to be interested 
in the trust as the Court ts, also to the persons having the cus- 
tody of the trust property. 

- Removal of apane Me } ft) The Court may, either Brace ese any 
application or on the application of any person appearing to Court to 
be interested in the wan, vemove'e foaled Grastes if the Court considers 
that it is expedient to do so in the interests of the trust. 

trustee must be made by 


(2.) Any application to remove a j 
summons. 
(3.) A judicial trustee shall not be removed by the Court without an 
application for the p , except after notice has been given to him by 
the Court of the grounds on which it is to remove him, 
the time and place at which the matter be heard. 
(4.) The Court shall cause a copy of the notice to the trustee to 
to such of eg ey —- the Court to be 
as the Court directs, and the same procedure shall be followed in 
matter.so far as possible as on a summons to remove.a judicial trustee. 
23. Inquiry into conduct of judicial trustee.) Where an vt 44 
or 


E 
& 


A 
: 
: 
8g 
gee 


P | administration by a judicial trustee of any trust, or into 


any 
transaction of a judicial trustee is o the inquiry shall, unless the 
Court otherwise directs, be conducted by the officer of the Court, and he 
shall have the same powers in relation 
other inquiry directed by the Court. 
Resignation and Discontinuance of Judicial Trustee. 

24. Resignation of judicial trustee.] (1.) If a judicial trustees desires to be 
disc from his trust he must give notice to the Court, stating at the 
same time what arrangements it is proposed to make with regard to the 
appointment of a successor. 

(2.) The Court shall give facilities for the a tment on a 
application of an official of the Court to be trustee in place 
es i uilable for the oftoa, eran pd a 
proper person appears @ or Ww urt 
that such an appointment is convenient or expedient in the interests of 
the trust. ; 

25. Discontinuance of judicial trustee. (1.) Where there is a judicial 
trustee of a trust, the Court mag of ang Sieh, on Se Sata made by 
summons of any poe, ae to the Court to be interest 
trust, order that there cease to be’a judicial trustee of the trust, 
whether the person who is judicial trustee continues as trustee or not. 

(2.) If the Court is sat that all the persons appearing to the Court 
to be interested in the trust concur in an ap) bape oA odes gee 
Court shall accede to the application, and in any case shall as 


— 


(c) for realizing or investing trust property in any other case, an | person 


ae not exceeding one per centum on the amount realized or 
nv . 

(4.) The Court may also in any year make a special allowance toa 
judicial trustee, if satiefied that in that year more trouble has been 
thrown u the trustee by reason of exceptional circumstances than 
would o: 'y be involved in the administration of the trust. 

(5.) Where a trustee is remunerated, any allowance under this rule may 
‘be paid in addition to his remuneration. 

(6.) Any remuneration or allowance payable to a judicial trustee shall 





é tor has given an sdministration bond. be 
Sane ce ne ae ee ee ee 

27. Special trusts.) (1.) A judicial trustee shall not be appointed or act 
as trustee for any 
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(2.) Where the circumstances of any trust of which an official of the 
is a judicial trustee, or of which it is proposed to appoint an official 
Court to be a judicial trustee, involve the carrying on of any trade 
business, 1 intimation of the fact shall be given to the Court 

by the judicial trastee or by the person making the application for 
tment of the judicial trustee, as the case may be, and the 

l specially consider the facts of the case with a view to deter- 
whether the official of the Court should continue or be appointed 
trustee, and whether any special conditions should be made or 
given with a view to ensuring the proper supervision of the 


trade or business. 


rege 


ih 


Exercise of the Powers of the Court. 


28. Exercise of powers of Court] For the purpose of the Act or these 
rules the officer of the Court may exercise any power which may be 
exercised by the Court (including the power of making an order for the 
appointment of a judicial trustee or making any vesting order), may 
ss any duty to be performed by the Court, and may hear and 
nvestigate any matter which may be heard or investigated by the Court, 
subject in any case to the right of any party to bring any particular point 
before the jalan. 


(2.) Where ‘a judicial trustee desires to make any application or 
request to the Court, or to communicate with the Court as to the admin- 
istration of the trust, he may do so by letter addressed to the officer of the 
Court without any further formality. 

-. {8,), The Court may give any direction to a judicial trustee with regard 

to the administration of the trust by letter signed by the officer of the 

json and addressed to the trustee, without drawing up any order or 
document. 

(4.) For the of the attendance at chambers of the judicial 

or any other person connected with the trust for purposes relat- 
ing to the administration of a trust, the officer of the Court may make 
auch appointments as he thinks fit by letter without the service of formal 


(5.) Any document may be supplied for the use of the Court by leaving 

it. with, or sending it by post to, the officer of the Court. 
District Registries. 

80. District registrics.} (1.) An originating summons under theee rules, 
the purpose of an application to appoint a judicial trustee, may be 
sealed and issued in a district registry, and appearances thereon may be 
entered in that . 

(2.) Where a judicial trustee of a trust is appointed on an originating 
summons taken out in the district registry, or an application in any cause 
or matter pending in a district registry, all p s with respect to 
the trust and the administration thereof under the Act or these rules 
shall, unless the Court otherwise directs, be taken in the district 


registry. 

(3.) Where proceedings under the Act or these rules are taken in the 

district registry. the official of the Court to be appointed judicial trustee, 
where an official of the Court is to be so appointed, shall not be the official 
, unless the Court for special reasons otherwise directs. 
. (4.) For the purpose of the Act and these rules the Court may transfer 
any trust of which there is a judicial trustee from a district registry to 
London, or from London to a district registry, according as it appears 
convenient for the administration of the trust. 


Palatine Courts. 


81. Palatine Courts.] (1.) These rules shall apply to a Palatine Court as 
Ge) Where within the jurisdiction of that Court. 


7 


Where proceedings under the Act or these rules are taken in the 

Court, the official of the Court to be a judicial trustee, 

where an official of the Court is to be so appointed, shall not be the official 
solicitor, unless the Court for special reasons otherwise directs. 


County Courts. 


32. County court jurisdiciion.| (1.) For the purpose of the Act and these 
rules the county court rane ion shall extend to any trust in which the 


does not exceed in value five hundred pounds, as if that 

been given under section sixty-seven of the County 

‘Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), but that jurisdiction shall be 

exercised in such county courts as for the time being have bank- 
ion. 

the district of any county court, or any of such a 

ed for the purpose of ptcy j ction to some 

county court of the district, that district or part shall 

same court for the purpose of jurisdiction under the 


the 
rules. 
under the Act or these rules are taken in the 
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Foes. 


33. Fees.] (1.) The fees mentioned in the schedule to these rules shall 
paid in respect of the matters therein mentioned. 

(2.) The fees paid by a judicial trustee may be deducted out of the 
income of the trust property unless the Court ctherwise directs. 

(3.) All fees payable under these rules in the High Court, or Palatine 
Court, or County Court shall be subject to similar provisions as to pay- 
ment, account, and application as other fees payable in those Courts 
respectively. 

Officer of the Court. 


34. Meaning of “ officer of Court.’”| In these rules the expression “ officer 
of the Court ’? means— 
(a) as regarde proceedings in the High Court other than proceedings in 
a district registry the Chancery Master, that is to say, the Master 
attached to the Chambers of the Judge of the Chancery Division to 
whom the matter is ; and 
(3) as om proceedings in a district registry the district registrar ; 
an 


(e) oN proceedings ina Palatine Court, the registrar of that 
jurt ; 
(d) as regards proceedings in the county court, the registrar of the 


county court. 
Supplemental. 


35. Rules to be construed as part of the general rules of Court.) These rules 
shall be coustrued, so far as they relate to the High Court, as one with 
the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, and any rules amending those 
rules, so far as they relate to a Palatine Court, as one with the rules of 
that Court, and so far as they relate to the County Court, as one with the 
County Court Rules, 1889, and any rules amending those rules. 

36. Application of Interpretation Act (52 ¢ 53 Vict. c. 63)] The Interpre- 
tation Act, 1889, shall apply for the purpose of the interpretation of these 
rules as it applies for the purpose of the interpretation of an Act of 


Parliament. 
SCHEDULE. 
Fags. 
The following fees shall b2 payable under these rules — 


1. In oo of any thing or matter for which a fee is 
provided under the orders in force for the time being The fee 
with regard to Supreme Court, Palatine Court, or{ % Pt 
County Court fees, as the case may be 4 ; , 

In respect of any communication from the Court with 

tothe administration of the trust 7 : - 02 6 

But where any particular matter with respect to the admin- 
istration of the trust involves prolonged correspondence, 
the fees charged for communication with regard to that 


matter shall not exceed . “ : . 150 
For filing the statement of the trust property 4 : - 010 0 
For filing any alteration in the statement . : : - 060 
For filing the accounts of the trust . . E ee 
For filing any other document relating to the trust — et e 
For auditing the accounts of the trust when audited by the 

officer of the Court, for every £100 or fraction of £100 of 

the gross amount received as income of the trust with- 

out deducting any payments. . . . . 010 

(A fee equal 
| to the 
For auditing the accounts of the trust when not audited} amount 
by an officer ofthe Court. . . . . #«.) paid to 
| the audi- 
tor. 
For every correction of the accounts orsurcharge. . . 0 5 0 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Auten Pzrer Steuer, of Newcastle-under-Lyme, hes been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Street was admitted in January, 1891. 


Mr. Arnruvr Herron (Devereux & Heiron), solicitor, of Lime-street- 
chambers, 21, Lime-street, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. Mr. Heiron was admitted in January, 1891. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvtions. 
Faspgrick Bowxer and Frepericx Bowxsr, jun., solicitors (Bowker & 
Son), Winchester. March 25. [G@asette, April 9. 
Gszorce Layton and Pavi Sramemann, solicitors and notaries public 
(Layton & Springmann), 9, Fenwick-street, Liverpool. April 9. 


Grecory Wipprincton Brrnr and Rocurorr Fottiorr Buiaxtsron, 
bar, London. March 
[ Gazette, April 13, 


sopetiens (Byrne & Blakiston), 14, Bell-yard, Temple- 
GENERAL. 
Sir Edward Olarke has left London for the South of France. 


The Master of the Rolls and ag ry have left Ennismore-gardens 
for Heath Farm, Watford, till after ‘ 
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’ Bowles asked whether the opposition of the right hon. 
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Mr. Justice Byrne will preside over the annual dinner of the Old Boys 
of King’s College School, to be held on Friday, April 30, at the Criterion 
Restaurant. 


Sir Richard Webster has left town for Ireland, where he will remain for | 


some days. On his return he will visit the Isle of Wight. 


The Gazette of the 9th inst. announces that the Queen has been 
by letters patent under the Great Seal, to grant to Sir Arthur les, 
late one of the Justices of the High Oourt of Justice, an annuity of 
£3,500 for life. 


With regard to the statement published last week, that Mr. J.8. Dug- 
dale, Q.C., Recorder of Birmingham, had been elevated to the judicial 
bench in succession to Sir Arthur Charles, the Recorder, on taking his seat 
jn the First Court of Quarter Sessions at Birmingham, on Friday, the 9th 
inst., said that there was no truth at all in the statement, and that he had 
received no communication whatever from the Lord Chancellor on the 
subject. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Pickersgill asked the 
Attorney-General whether his attention had been drawn to the practical 
extension of the criminal law through the enactment of bye-laws by local 
authorities in other than sanitary matters; and whether, having regard 
to the fact that in the year 1895 no fewer than 74,703 persons were com- 
mitted to prison in default of payment of fines out of a total number of 
142,579 persons committed to prison, he would consider whether it would 
be advisable to impose further restrictions on the creation of new criminal 
offences by bye-law. The Attorney-General said that his attention had 
not been called to the matter referred to in the question of the hon. mem- 
ber, but he understood that the Home Office insisted on all bye-laws being 
submitted in draft, that they were carefully examined and criticized, and 
that the Secretary of State constantly required the withdrawal of bye- 
laws which appeared likely to be oppressive or too stringent in their 
operation. He was not prepared, upon the information before him, to 
eay that any further restrictions were necessary. 

In the House of Commons on the 8th inst., Mr. Wanklyn asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he had received a memorial from the 
Incorporated Law Society praying that a grant should be made to them in 
respect of the increasing cost of the judicial duties im upon the 
society by recent legislation ; and whether, having to the favour- 
able reply which he gave last year to a similar request, he would favourably 
consider the application. The Chancellor of the Exchequer said that he 
had received the request alluded to, and last year he proposed a clause in 
committee on the Budget Bill to give effect toit. This, however, was 
opposed and he was unable to proceed with it. He did not think it ad- 
visable to repeat the proposal, and he was not at present prepared to deal 
with the matter in any other way. Sir H. Fowler asked whether the 
opposition to the propoeal of last year was founded, not upon any objection 
to the merits of the scheme, but to the method of procedure in in 
the tax before it reached the Exchequer, and whether representations 
not been made to the Chancellor of the Exchequer that, the proposal to 
make this annual grant upon the estimates would receive a large amount 
of support from hon. members on both sides of the House. Mr. T. G. 
tleman, the 
member for West Monmouth, did not’ go to the merits of the + 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said that was his recollection. e was 
aware that there was a feeling in the House in favour of the proposal, but 
as he understood the right hon. gentleman the member for West Mon- 
mouth to object to it altogather, he should like to have an expression of 
opinion from the House before he could be prepared to deal with the 
matter. 


On the 8th inst., Sir Courtenay Boyle, Permanent Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, received a deputation representing various commercial 
and industrial organizations in Lancashire and the country generally, 
whose object was to cali attention to certain defects in the Patent Laws. 
Sir W. Holdsworth, M.P., in introducing the deputation, said they 
sought an interview in order to urge upon the Board of Trade the 
desirability of an amendment of the Patent Law of 1883, more especially 
in relation to the 22nd section. It was quite evident that the intention of 
section 22 was to insure that any patents granted in this country were to 
be available for use in this country, and that if for any reason by default, 
as it was termed in the Act, a patent were allowed to lie dormant the 
Board of Trade were to have power to step in and insist that a licence 
should be granted on such terms as to the amount of royalties and security 
for payment as the Board of Trade, having to the nature of the 
invention and the circumstances of the case, might deem just, and that 
any such order should be enforced by mandamus. It was intended that 
the patent should not be allowed to lie dormant, but he believed it was a 
fact that the section had never been put into force by the Department. 
Sir Courtenay Boyle, who said that they had only had four ap lications to 
make an order, and the applications were never proceeded with, promised 
to lay the views of the deputation before Mr. Ritchie. Of course, it was 
not his province to say what would be the views of ministers, but, as to 
the administrative part of the representation made by the deputation, 
perhaps they would agree that it was an unwise th to discard one 
machine until it was thoroughly ont that they had the knowledge suffi- 
cient to enable to replace it by a better machine. Was it quite clear that 
the machine Parliament had set up had proved to be inefficient since 
1883? ‘The department had only received four applications to take action 
under section 22, and not one of these endeavoured to prove that the 
patentee was in default; they did not ask for licences or claim that the 
patentee was in default. It was desirable that selected cases 
should be made the subject of application under this where there 


was- default of the patentee to work bis patent in the United Kingdom 











J. A. Lumley & Oo. have just let- premises in Pali Mall.for the Jubilee 
Week for the sum of 7,000 guineas... - eis -- ‘ 
The seventy-first annual general meeting of the Standard Life Assur- 
ance Oo., was held at Edin’ 
results for the year ended 


£23,487,328 ; the revenue for the year ended the 15th of November, 1896 
teed “3 Pyrex i= ng ee the f £301 785. 
amoun to 448,303, an ear oO ’ 
The dividend and bonus to the pie vende Foot ye ; 

as last os £2 per share, payable the 15th of May and November - 
during the current year. , 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
: SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. oe 
Tesidonces at ee ST ts ae value of £340. ag f 


on 
Family ence at Maida Vale, rental value £150, Solicitor, C. T. Courtney Lewis, 


Esq., 
Four Residences at Stoke Newi of the rental value of £175; also Seven Cottages 
‘at Catford,’ of the ee] £135. Solicitors, Messrs. Chas. Rogers, Bons, & 


Russell, of London. (See ad March 20, back ) 
Pp hg 5 at 2 p.m, City Preabold let at £205, and 
Chelsea ; a Block 


ie Peo at Hackney, of the rental of £232 Solicitors, Messrs 
’ annum. \e 
Tae iene Gomera, Lenton. (Bee advertisement, this week, p. 3.) 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London ee 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luorep 


tm CHawomry. 
Botivian SynpicaTs, Liurrep (1s Voruntary Laquipatios)—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 10, their names and and 
or claims, to 34-36, Broad st Broad 
Mercaytive Restavaant, Loorep (iw Votuntany Laguipation)—Creditors are re- 
qotecd, on or betes Eee Ss —— and the particulars 
eir debts or claims, to James Walton, Portland 
oe yo Cvs Co, Limtrsp—Peta for winding 
on 


28 J. Attenborough, 
Srisd cench the choveatinel” mus Liber Guan 6 deur te tae efteraaen 
aril 27 : 

Ravourrs Mixx Co, Liurrep—Creditors are on or before May 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and pee debts or —— 
Atkins, 19, Queen st, Oldham Wrigley & Oldham, solors to the : 

a ba ee ay  pegee, - or — on vy ~ fon 8, 
avenue Price, Arundel st, Strand, solor for the liquidator 

London Gazette.—Tunspay, gust 3s. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 

B St. Anprew Srzamsuip Co, aoe te Liquipariox are req' on 
LYTH ST. AND 
or before May 16, to send their names and Pan) peer a peg 2 
= ont te Astana). 8; Sand hill, N on Tyne. Daggett & Grey, New 

on ors 

Kinseiia Gotp Mives, Luurrep — Creditors are required, on or before June 1, to send 
Eee ee ean, aaat” Ranbare & Ce, Bid tn claims, to Charles 
NS Oy & Co, Bird in Hand et, Cheapside, solors 
or uidator 

’ County Paratixe or Lancaster. 
bar ty my Co, Liairzp—Peta_ for up. will be heard on Tuesday, 


George P. Fripp, 18 solor for petner Motion = pegeaes 
oe ek tno on chen 6 ‘clock in the afternoon of April 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Divas Gosaquenas Farenvty Society, Boot Inn, Dinas, Rhonnda Valley, Glamorgan 


Eve Ancient Benerit Society, Red Lion Inn, Church st, Eye, Suffolk April 7 
OLp meee Arms Permanent Money Society, Old King’s Arms, Caldmore, Walsall, 


A) 7 
Unirep Sustbes Dvuruam Conquerors Prrexpty Society, 6, Lyons terr, 
Hole, Durham April 7 














When the proprietors of an article of consumption are ed to 
over 2,000,000 } apace ss fe Sele: 0» andee eo eons 


demonstrate at the table aa upon mere advertise- 
ments. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa (Limited), , Cannon-street, 
London, E.C., are sending daily over 3,000 free sample tins of their 


special preparation to the public, 
Dr. tibbies’ Vi-Cocoa A now be obtained from grocers, chemists, and 


stores everywhere ant Nie fenn a eietnnat se emcee ote Oo 
ation of ‘& similar character has given equal to the 
customers. 


Waxrnine To rwrenpinc Hovss Purcnasens anp Lassees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary thoroughly 


» Tested, Reported Expert Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Visteroomoek Wi ee een on receipt of . full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. ] 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faway, April 2. 

Auta, Rosa Axwa, Hyde Park mansions April 30 Simpson & Co, Moorgate st 
Bsanp, Eayzst, Nottingham, Lace Merchant Augi Green & Williams, Nottingham 
Bappozs, Hexxy, Wandsworth May 25 Edwards, Wandsworth 

Brncu, Sypwzy Cuantes, Hampstead May17 Birch, Lee, Kent 

Canuixotox, Wii11am Masox, Mannamead, nr Plymouth May11 Gill, Devonport 
Cassy, Evwazp, Hitchin, Herts, Solicitor April 30 Wing & Eade, Gray’s inn sq 
Cuapwick, Lypra, Chelsea April 30 Randolph, Old Serjeant’s inn 

Cuzminsox, Exzanon, Ulverston, Lancs May 12 Park, Ulverston 
Qxsarr, Sanan, Rhyl, N Wales, Fruiterer May 17 Carrane, Wellington, Salop 
Couamax, Many Axx, Ealing May 10 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing Cross 
Oot, Sauvet, Oldham April 20 Taylor, Oldham 
Coors, Cuanies Jonx, Bath May7 Walters & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s ion 
Davies, Hows11, Kiffig, Carmarthen May8 Lascelles, Narberth 
Eouoxnsox, Hannier, Quernmore, nr Lancaster April15 Sanderson, Lancaster 
Epwanrps, the Rev Witit1am Watrer, Southwark June 1 Richardson & Sadler, 


Reneees, Tease p’Asgam, Smyrna, Ottoman Empire, Merchant April 30 Alsop & Co, 


Fausworta, Wii114m, Sedgley, Stafford April 24 Jones, Wolverhampton 

Fopzx, Auice, Stone, Stafford May31 Sandeman, Accrington 

Fosrzx, Rosezt, Cottingham, York April 30 Shackles & Dunkerly, Hull 

Frawxtaxp, Wiii1am, Rochdale May5 Whitaker & Hibbert, Haslingden 

Gaaverer, Jean Francors, Little Ealing, Artist Acrobat April 24 Levy, Arundel st, 


Gatrrirus, Bex:axtn, Stafford, Miner April 14 Hooper, Dudley 

Gaunvy, Groroz, Tottenham May 24 Blott, Stratford 

Hanrwstt, Groros, Hulme, Manchester June1 Rideal, Manchester 

Hopsox, Gzones, Wingham, Kent, Plumber May1 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Horsuax, Wit1t1am, Durham, Yeoman April14 Proud, Bishop Auckland 

Jonzs, The Rt Rev Witt1am Bast, DD, Carmarthen May 21 Francis & Johnson, 
Austin Friars 

Kexny, Parnicx, Dublin May 31 Randolph, Old Serjeants’ inn 

Kensixcrox, the Rt Hon Witi1am, Lord, Grosvenor si May 14 Tatham & Procter, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lzyzayp, Arrausr Exyest, Aintree, Lancaster May 13 Ayrton & Co, Liverpool 

Natsu, Evuex Avavsra, Winchester April14 Clarke & Harris, Winchester 

Narvor, Wiu11am, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler April14 Hooper, Dudley 

Nosaus, Evizasern, Kew Green, Surrey May1 Keeping & Gloag, Lombard st 

Oar iey, Saran, Brompton rd April 30 Walter, Chancery lane 

Packer, Evtex Jane, Norfolk May1 Stevens & Oo, Norwich 


‘Panxsz, Many, Accrington May8 Whitsker, Accrington 


Pgacock, Susaxxau, Goole, York May1 Everatt & Silvester, Goole 
Pusan, Gocsen Enerecs, Old Trafford, nr Manchester April 2 LR & G Estwisle, 


Puzurs, Mrs Many, Cheltenham May1 Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 

Baecu, Hexaierra Avis, Bath May8 Scott, High Holborn 

Ratouirrz, Eowarp, Hawarden, Flint, Engineer April 15 Simon, Mold 

Roxsunen, Arapetia, Bath May 10 Austin J King, Bath 

Rycrort, Captain oe Geennes 3 Micuaet Ricnarp, Southampton May 5 Kendall & Co, 
8 


Gans, Sorta Exizapeta, Weston super Mare May 5 Sturge, Bristol 
caren Cuana, Bath May3 King & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Suanr, Tuomas, Hammersmith May 3 Oswald & Co, Walbrook 
Sumanwecn, Be Exeaxon Anne, Upper Tooting May 12 Langhams, Bartletts bldgs, Fol- 


Surrn, Tuomas, Coventry, Warwick April 26 Kirby & Sons, Coventry 

Sesucsz, Wii11au Anrave, Hindley, Lancs, Jeweller May 3 Marland, Oldham 

Soom, Maxxtxo Paexrice, Heigham, Norwich, Merchant May 1 Stevens & Co, 

pee wg Gronaz, C.M.G., Jamaica, West Indies May 31 Druces & Attlee, 

Srvant, Louisa Gamsren, Christchurch, Southampton May1 Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn 

Parrensaty, Wriuiam, Blackburn June 1 Costeker, Darwen 

Tonner, Frances, Dronfield, Derby May 17 Lucas & Cockayne, Sheffield 

‘Wauxesr, Tuouas, Middleham, York May 1 Maughan, Middicham 

‘Wari, Lady Axx, Chester May 3 Ince & Co, 8t Benet chmbrs, Fenchurch st 

Wiuiams, Tuomas Henny, Barming, nr Maidstone May 25 Thompson & Groom, 
's inn 


‘Woopsusxz, Myizs, Ulverston, Lancs May 12 Park, Ulverston 
London Gazette, Turspay, April 6. 
Bstzamy, Anxztra Farrn, Upper Parkstone, Dorset May 12 Guillaume & Sons, 


Berrensnaw, Gronor, Isden, Lancs, Yi April 24 Gartsi 
A ew es, Yeoman Apr artside & Robinson, 


- Brooxs, Tuomas, Manningtree, Essex, Grocer May 10 Smith, Colchester 


Brows, Wii11am Ropert, York June2 Dent, York 
Bouppes, Wi1114m Janes, Chatham, Wine Merchant May 25 Prall & Co, Rochester 
Cuaupyess, Heyry Jane it, Westmin 

on ot Daan ster, Licensed Victualler May 15 
Cock, o Zeanee Hraagrez, Pesenerworthal, ur Truro May 15 Street & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Davies, Hanzi Witt1ams, Brecon, Surveyor June5 Rowe & Wilkie, Wool Exchange 
Dons, Joux Reap, Huddersfield May 14 Laycock & Co, Huddersfield 

Doatry, Caaries, Whittington rd, Bowes Park May7 Bartlett, New Bridge st 
Bxusorr, Eowanp, Hampstead May 18 Hatchett & Co, Mark lane 





Govex, Manion Frances, Weston super Mare May1 Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 
Hau, Poemee Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn June 1 Hunters & Haynes, New sq, 
Hannan, Jama, Hyde Park Corner May 17 Rhodes & Son, Dowzate hill 
Hepezs, Joux, Oxford, Builder May3 Galpin, Oxford 
Horuer, Ex.ey, Liverpool April 30 Berry, Liverpool 
Lacey, Epwarp, Holloway May8 Higgs, Liverpool st 
Lamproven, Joux, Sherburn, York, Farmer May 15 Ridge, Malton 
Lanz, Anwiz Eurtie, South Kensington May 15 Busk & Mellor, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Mavx,'Rev Heyny Sranton, Fairfield, Liverpool May 2 Jones & Co, Liverpool 
Mrpp.envest, Jouy, Billinge, Lancs, Farmer May1 Barrow & Cook, St Helens 
Mritwanrp, Sanau, Nechells, Birmingham May15 Jeffrey & Co, Birmingham 
Moturms, Louisa, Margate, Kent May7 Hille, Margate 
Mvsray, Wriu1am Vaueuax, Marylebone rd May10 Williams, Spring grins 

‘ontH, Mary, Oxford May3 Galpin, Oxford 
Ortzy, Wit1am, Beer, Devon May 8 Yapp, Seaton 
Piatt, James, Junction Delph, York, Shopkeeper April 24 Gartside & Robinson, 

Ashton under 


Purnrer, Vincent Jouy, Chiswick May 14 Patersons & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Scorsonx, Tuomas, Knotty Ash, nr Liverpool, Team Owner May1 Tyrer & Co, Liver- 


Szyrmour, the Rev Coantes Farpenic, Crowood, Wilts May 20 Collyer-Bristow & Co, 


Sipzsorrom, in Glossop, Derby May6 Davis, Glossop 

Srpgsorrom, Samvet, Glossop, Derby, Farmer May 6 Davis, Glossop 

Srupson, James, Sheffield May 3 Craven, Preston 

Surrs, Georcz Hats.ezy, Edgbaston, Birmingham May5 Docker, Birmingham 

Srzycer, Joun Epwitn, Halifax May? Sutcliffes, Hebden Bridge, Yorks 

Spencer, Rovert Wruxtam, Liverpool May 14 Mackay, Liverpool 

Supatt, Rossrr, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs, Plumber May8 Britcliffe, Accrington 

Syuoys, Wit1t14m Putuir, Ruishton, Somerset May 12 Ruscombe & Co, Bridgwater 

Taytorn, Witiam, Sheffield April 30 Bartlett, Sheffield 

Tuorytox, Axx, Oxford May3 Galpin, Oxford 

Tuawoop, Mary Jays, Dalston May1i0 Burt & Haviland, Christchurch 

Turrzr, Frances Exizasetu, Herne Bay April 30 Jones, Herne Bay 

Wassext, Susawwan, South Kensington May17 Carter, Basinghall st 

Wesser, Mantua, Brighton May16 Ley & Co, Carey at, Lincoln’s inn 

Wiseman, Jonx, Dee Banks, nr Chester May 2 Bridgman & Weaver, Chester 

Wrruers, Wit114m Joun, Clifton, Bristol April 24 Withers & Billing, Clifton 
London Gasette.—Faipay, April 9. 

Ar.axp, Sauvet, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, Hotel Keeper May7 Boote & Co, Man 


Baxreum, Josern, Streatham May6 Deacon & Co, GtSt Helens 

Baxret, Joxaruan, Barking, Clerk May7 Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Beavis, Ricnanp, Kensington, Artist May10 Hyde & Co, Ely place 

Bexx1ox, Owex, Acton Mill Farm, or Stafford April 24 Jordan & Pickering, Stafford 
Braxp, Wit114m, Union court, Old Broad st May 22 Trass & Jarmain, Coleman st 
Broabuvest, Goprrey Brooks, Victoriast May 29 Earle, Sons, & Co, Manchester 
tio, Se Anoeta Exiza Emtty, Cheltenham June 1 ‘Winterbothams & Gurney, 


Browx, Rosert, Reading, Berks May6 Deacon & Co, Gt St Helens 
Bruzavp, Jaues, Kensington May31 Hilder, Jermyn st 
Doaser, Exwiz Kere Auyatr Auyarrt, Chester sq, Colonel June 1 Frank Richardson 


Oxccom, Evornr, ‘Arundall st, Hotel Proprietor May 10 Roscoe & Craiisheim, Fen- 


Coorzr, Sanan Any, Chester May6 Eaton, Ashton under Lyne 
Cratuan, Marcaret Exizasets, Boscombe, Hants May 10 Bannister & Co, John st» 


Crocxsr, Emma, Southampton May 6 Paris & Co, Southampton 

Croucn, Artuur Jos, Wimbledon, Builder May20 Copp, Essex st, Strand 

Domone, Janz, Ringwood, Southampton May10 Davy & Jackson, Ringwood 

Exui0oT, Many Axx, Camden rd May10 Faulkner, Chandos st, Cavendish sq 

Fretp, Jouy, Bisham, Berks May 24 Parker & Son, High Wycombe 

Fox, Witu1am, Darlaston, Stafford, Pork Butcher May 21 Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Gisss, Ricuarp, Cookham Dean, Berks May 15 O’Donoghue & Anson, Bristol 
Gopparp, one S > Mowbray, Leicester, Cattle Dealer April 30 Goddard, 
Haywarp, WIt114m, Gueveanl, Licensed Victualler May 1 Carr & Martin, Gt 
Susen, danas Wells, Somerset May 381 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

Manxtix, Joux, North Newton, Wilts, Gardener June1 Radcliffe, Devizes 

Moats, Te Tee, Tie, Bane, Gi Cophetant pew May 8 Leman & Co, Lincoln’s 


Masti, Joux, Laneham, Nottingham April 22 Bescoby, East Retford 
Mircustt, Mary Baur, Heavitree, Devon May 25 J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 

Mortox, Witu1am, Vauxhall May1 Reader & Co, Chapel pl, Poultry 

Murray, Witiiam Vavanan, Marylebone rd May10 Williams, Spring gardens 
Norruway, Wyss, em, Savistedh, Devon, Licensed Victualler May 28 Chilestt & 


Rep, Sanau han Briston April 30 Chace Carr, Great Tower st 
Ricuarpsox, Witt1am Raproxp, Mansfield, Notts, Brass Founder May 3 Hibbert, 


Scauptor, CuagtoTre Anx, Nottingham June15 W & R Ascroft, Preston 

Scauptos, Rosgrt, Nottingham, Yarn Merchant June 15 W & R Ascroft, Preston 
Suza.ixen, Josern, Preston, Butcher May 24 W & J Cooper, Preston 

Smart, Euua Matizpa, Stoke, Devonport May 21 Adams & Croft, Plymouth 

Sywoox, Louisa Mania, Woking, Surrey May15 Barton, Lombard st 

Taruam, Geoncz, Leeds May6 Stott, Leeds 

Tarte, Wit11am, Hammersmith, Licensed Victualler April 22 Ruston & Co, Essex st 
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Tuntzy, Gronex, Hampsteed May 24 Wrentmore & Son, Bedford row 
Wat, James Caxsswawt, Bristol April 26 Baker & Langworthy, Bristol 
Weuts, James, Bermendsey Mayi4 C & E Woodroffe, Gt Dover st 
‘Wuusu, Axxz Meravsx, Cheltenham June1 Cottam, Cheltenham 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.— Fuivay, April 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
a Kingston = Hall, Builder Kingston 


Pet April 5 April 5 
Becxstt, AL¥aep, od st, Ki = 
Court 


Pet March 15 Ord April 6 
Bray, Frepesice Rossrt Tompson ur 
Rotherham, Hairdresser Sheffield Pet 5 Ord 


April 5 
Brown, Ceci. Reyner Wiiu1am, Admiralty, Whitehall 
Py | 
UCKTON, Sam, jun, CHARD BuckTox, x 
» Tanners" bradioed iy gy Rye 6 - 
UTLE! WARD, Malpas, Ches. prietor Nant- 
wich Pet April 6 Ord pril 6 . 
Couz, Rrcuaap Tuomas, Calne, Wilts, Ironmonger Swin- 
don Pet April6é Ord April 6 : 
Cougs, Taomas Joun, Handsworth, Staffs, Builder Bir- 
Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 
Dawson, Tom, nr Wi d, Butcher Wakefield 
Pet April 7 April 7 


Dicxewsox, A, Little Britain High Court Pet March 9 
Ord April 6 


Ex.u1s, Jony, Brithdir, Merioneths, Farmer Aberystwith 
as W ca aioe, Gok Wheelwright Leo- 

ILLIAM . w 
Pet 6 Ord Apri 6 

Features, Evwix, Morley, Yorks, General Dealer Dews- 
bury Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 


P 
Fort, Joun Weratey, Manchester, Jeweller Manchester 
Pet 6 Ord April 5 
ome. Hinson Henny, Dover, General Dealer 
Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 
ANFRED, Gloucester, Builder Gloucester 
26 Ord April 7 
Garguicx, Wit.i1am Lippinerox, Biddlesdon, Bucks Ban- 
Pet Aprilé Ord il 6 
Grecory, Joux, Grimsbury, Oxfords, Grocer Banbury 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Hanrorp, Wit1u1am Henny, Mountain Ash, Glam, Grocer 
Aberdare Pet A) 7 Ord April 7 


Evans, 


Frank, 
Cant 


Fay, Henry 
Pet Mareh 


u Hall, i 
upon Hull Bet April 7 Ord April 7 
: : orks, Farmer Bradford 
et Al 
Kani a, Glasgow Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 


Kitrorp, Roses, Stourbridge, Grocer Stourbridge Pet 
March 27_ Ord April 2 
Mansa Hannan Many, Goole, Yorks, Boot Dealer 
Neu colegio gy Sot High Court 
EIL, . ‘or 
Pet March 18 Ord April 7 
Parkes, Witttam Dunstan, Brenchley, Kent, Wheelwright 
Tunbri Wells Pet April5 Ord April 5 
Pavey, Fraxx, Uxbridge rd, Grocer High Court Pet 
March 24 Ord April 7 
Paice, Epwarp Matrusw, Holyport, Maidenhead, School- 
master High Court Bet Feb 9 Ord April 6 
Paics, Jons WittiaMs, Tonypandy, Glam, Tsilor Ponty- 
i Pet 56 Ord 5 
Repreasx, Axntuvus, Winton, ts, Licensed Victualler 
Poole Pet 6 Ord i 6 
Reynoips, Davip, Waunarilwyd, nr Swansea, Farmer 
Swansea Pet 


Riesy, Win11am “tL, Balsall Hi " 
Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Ritey, Wiis Ry, Southwark, ounder High 
Court Pet 12 Ord April7 

Rosxix, Cuarizs, Broad st House, Investment Broker 

March 18 Ord April 

Sarcent, Gzorez, London Wall High Pet March 
5 5 

Surru, Fasps Wilmslow, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper 


Tuomas, Regs, Brynh: Swansea, Shoemaker 
sea Pet April5 oan s 

Uprertox, Jonny, Piccadilly, jor General High Court 
Pet Feb19 Ord April 5 

Warsn, Wirttam atmoven, Boston, Lincs, Milliner 

ware, Pet, Mareh 20 Ord March 50 % 
BELLS, BERT witt, Liverpool, Wine Merchan' 
Liverpool Pet 


5 Ord April 5 
Wuirtcuss, Pars Southampton, Baker Salis- 
Pet A: 5 April 


5 
Vas h {ses Brighton Brighton Pet March 5 
Youna, Cunistoruze Yar re | Electrical 
Engineer Huddersfield Pet A 8 April 3 
Youne, Jossrn Hewny, Sheffield, Dealer Sheffield 
Pet April 5 Ord April 5 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Mines, J ag a ah 
LEs, JOSEP l, 
March 12 “Ord March 90 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLANsox, Joun Bay Carnarvon, Solicitor April 21 at 
12.45 Prince of Wales Hotel, 
¥, Solicitor April 29 at12 Off 
Shirt Manu- 
Carey st 














pes oe April 21 at 2 Off Ree, 
Joux La Sheffield, Grocer 21 at 12 
Ot He, Figt ant Shefiad  O 
—_ ‘April 17 at 1 Of Ren 8, Kine ot, Norsich r 
SS Exizapern, be tw May 7 at 
—— = —_ Holborn, Clock Dealer 





Mansfield, 
at 11 Off Reo, St Peter's Church : 


April 
Taverner, Jony Ponsrorp, 
April 23 at 12 
TH Joux, Argo, aaa” April 22at12 65, 
Tuompsox, ales, Nemo, See S08 GS 
noe ie = Exeter, Bellhanger is $10.30 Of 
, JOHN, q a 
as ag Fa 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anpersos, Hewry, uy Hull, Builder K 
“emajcn Hall’ Pot hgell 6° Ord April 6 Boe 
S 


Bray, Fazpericx Rosert Taompsoy, ar 
ham Hairdresser Sheffield Pet April Far 


April 5 
. jun, and . ,¥ 
PoRocen “ileiiont BO Agee Osi Apel” So 


Butter, Epwarp, Mal Hotel Proprietor 
a BY nei 
cat te SE eateries, Siem She 
Court Pet Nov 26 Ord April 6 : 
Gua, = Soqmane Sposa, Gee, viet, Inamenge Swin- 


Dawsow, Tom, il, nr Wi Butcher Wakefield 
Pet April 7 pew om gM 
Rum, Soue, Mieweie , Merioneths, Farmer Aberystwith 


Evans, Witi1am, vine, pene Wheelwright Leo- 











Ragas age uals Se od apa 

Ho.psworrn, Jouxson Stuff ufacturer 

Bradford’ Pet March 13 Ord April 5 

Inston, Samus, and Arraur James Inston, Bradford, 
Yorks, Commission Agents Bradford Pet March 13 


Ord 6 
Sannare Prouas, Thornton, Yorks, Farmer Bradford 


A oe 1 re Newcastle on Tyne 
"Pot April 6 
Hawnaa » Goole, Yorks, Boot Dealer 
tent Pet March Ord April 7 me 
28, JOSEPH, founder Greenwich 
March 12 Ord 6 
Mrrcaurs, Srerazx Waicut, Hammersmith, 
Agent High Pet March 9 Ord April 6 
Monzaes, Asgenees ivpxsy, Brighton, Dor- 


Parces, Wii11am Dunster, , Kent, Wheel- 
wright Wells Pet April Ord April 
Peanss, Joun B, Cornwall, ee Plenouth 


Pet March 4 Ord April 5 
Reryotps, Davin, Waunarllwyd, nor Swansea, Farmer 


Pet 6 Ord April 6 
mo Cowgroe, at, Paper Agent 


Wimslow, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper 





Woop, Gonos, Ackworth, York, Doctor April 27 Claude & Co, Wakefield 
Woop, Exizaseru Many, Mellor, Derby May1 Moran, Glossop 
| Wasrrwons, Faaxcis, Kensington May 24 Wrentmore & Son, Bedford row 


| ‘Wausxes, Wut1am Penctvat, Salford, Lancs May 1 Vaughan, Stockport 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
x J 
Paxox, Hesny +, Sy High 


Annul April 6 


London Gasetie.—Tunspay, April 13. 

















mga Aaa Goss il Latent Ape 
Euuss, eon ), Manafactasee High 
a = ht : Estate Agent, Liverpool 
resDrecamaker gh Goart, Pe Apel “Ord Apel 
Faesuax, Huwny, > ¥ Innkeeper York 
Pet April5 Ord 
Wiuram, i Farmer Aber- 
Hastay 8 Pet 8 Ord 
Pet 8 Ord 8 
pms or Huddersfield, Dentist 


Truro 
Pet Ord April 5 

Lazowarp w, Bradford Bradford Pet 
April 10 _ Ord April 10 


ey -) ~ - Zepeda recs Cardiff? Pet 


0; 


April 8 


Wells Pet Feb 24 Ord April? — 


High Court Pet 





naa et eg nan ae nt 

comms . Pastrycook Croydon Pet April 

core 11144M, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet April 9 

Sraivs, ig Sy > _ Fated, Botan 

Wi Joun Manet Metal Merchant 
Be Agel Got Apa 

Ww SoLomon, x ls Chester Pet 


a PE <.iaateRGpianee Bradford 
“Dourt’ Pet 
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Wszan, Plymouth, Horse Dealer April 21 af Ti 

Curmrvenam, oe Towss, Cardiff, Grocer April 27 
at ll Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Davres, Lianelly, Builder April 21 at 11,30 

hen. 4, Geeen of, Oomesthen 

Dyrsow, Gasrret, ry Hota eam ee ee eae 
iaholee'st. 

ork tankeoper A apell a1 cb 19.15 of 


ILLIAM tt Biddlesdon, Bucks Apri 
Office, 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford pel 

pton, Shoe Manufac- 
ine 12.30 County Court bldgs, Sheep 


Guwrnorpr, a Pome Rock, nr Bewdley, Wores, 
Haulier 23 at 12.50 Mz John Nicholls, j vrs 


Haatiey, "Joux Autex, Westhoughton, Lancs, Music 
Teacher April 21 at 10.30 16, ‘ood st, Bolton 

Jacxsox, Exvizasetu Janz, Salford, Lancs April 22 at 3 
off oe, Bevan st 


J rie Tore Farmer April 22 at 11 
ABRATT, 8, er a 
Of Hes, S, Manor 


mua tee » Grocer April 22 at 2.10 
CH Collis, Solicitor, ridge 
Picrox, an, Coe Builder April 26 at 11.30° Of 


=. Bridge, Yorks, Publican April 

2 at 11 Off Rec, 31, row, Bradford 
Epwarp Marzarw, Holl llyport, Maide — ond. Ean 
bldgs 


Purx, 5 eee Gosport, Mariner Portsmouth Pet April 

Poon, yay Calverley Yorks, Publican Brad- 
ford Pet April7 Ord 

Riven, es, } jan, Bradford, Dyer Bradford Pet April 


Rowsortom, Francis, Newtown, Cheshire Stockport Pet 
March 8 Ord — 8 " 
Suerrarp, Vixcent Ricuarp, Canterbury, Hosier Car- 
8: ii y a ee Mt, Tagent Park, Boot 
EAD, Harry Seymour, "s , 
Maker High Court Pet March 2 Ord A 9 


—— Cuarces Artruur. Oxted, x Croy- 


Pet April7 Ord 3 
STerHens, ae Ona lbw Vale, Mon, Painter Tredegar 
9 
April7 Ord ‘April 
Tovey, E.zanor Jane, Axbridge, Wells Pet 
Ord April 
Wiss, BoLowox, - 4 Chester, Fitter Chester Pet 
10 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 26 : 
Jackson, Henny, Walsall Wood, Staffs, Chainmaker Wal- 
sall Pet March March 20 
Frospicx, James, Consett, Durham, Bill : Newcastle 
on Tyne Adjud Jan 7, 1885 Annul April 9 








Repreary, Artur, Hants, Licensed Victualler 
April $9 at 12.30 Off ury 

Reywops, Dame, ‘Waunarllwyd, nr Swansea, Farmer 
April 22 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 8 

x IY A ye Brass Founder April 

Rosixsox, Joszrs, itwistle, r May 12 at 1 

house, Blackburn 
Rosxry, 


Api 28 a New —, it. Brokers 
Sancent, Georor, — wall April 30 at 12 Bank- 


Surrs, — wm flswnr Pace repecy bg, » Gatien 
Agent A tS z8, 
TEASDALE, sonra — Hull, , = 
Factor A) lane, Hull 
By ng Seoataiee ae ao 
April 21at12 Off i. 31, ——o alg 
Wuircner, Southampton, Bak pril 21 at 1 


Wituiams, Toomas Faepericx, Wellin 
weller April 21 at 11 


gton, Som 
Off Ree oe. 5s, 
Yorks April 23 at 2.30 
a d 
wansea, Joiner April 21 at 2.15 Off Rec, 
Swansea 


Huddersfield, Electrical 
Rec, 19, John William st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AnmitTace, Ramspew, _ Shuttle Maker 
Dews 


dale Pet April 7’ Ord April 7 
Biacxsury, Mesa Hewny, Bradford, Draper Bradford 
oad Ord April 


y Senet York, Joiner Huddersfield Pet 


A 
Brower Je + yy yd Coal Dealer Lincoln Pet 
Carper B, Peliatowe, Siflk, Builder Ipswich Pet Jan 
Nottingham, Warehouseman 
Aprils Ord April 8 
Brixton ADE Pet 


arch’ Owd 
in th Wheel ht 
peeps Georges e East, wrig’ 


yg 
nase, ae Luton, Beds Luton Pet April 
Spencer ag Orchard oy Portman sq, 
High Court bet Ageil 6 Ord April 8 
Poaemen, Moses, ——- Innkeeper York Pet 


ae) —— Gloucester, Builder Gloucester 
PY at March 20 Ord April 10 
Guinpay, Wars Eesex ct, Peat, Barrister High 
Court Pet Jan oS aeeb 
ehant Plymouth Bet Apri Gr Apa 
noi Bet Apes “Ord April 9 ene 
es .~) Man Holborn, Bronze Dealer 
Pet 12 ae 
Kerxm, Grorce Pzance, Gorran, , Farmer 
Truro Pet April 10 Ord April 10 


High 


Ravensthorpe, 
nan Hachdele, ‘Shuttle Maker Roch- } 


on 1 Ord April 2 
Pet A; As 
Md Essex, Pastrycook Croydon Pet 
Sraine, Watter Garnet, 
Boch 
Wagtees, oe hoa Bradford, Worsted Spinner Bradford 
5 Ord 


Srexxina, Gsonce, East Sussex, Grocer Brighton 
Stevens, ey lif 
Coiaghem. Kent, Bootmaker 
Pet April 9 u9 
et April10 Ord April 10 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


oe 


AND 
= CHILDREN. em 
‘) ; 
, Mothers who would ‘keep th their * 
cildren in good health should give a |. 
Tibbles’ paVi-Cscoa ‘made with hot 2 
The case of one mother ,~; 








who has written use of 





EERE 





with results satisfactory in all re- 
ee 
many In this 





found = after 
‘ound necessary, 
weeks, to give the infant 
food. ‘After doing this for some time, 
the mother was persuaded to Mi f Dr. 
Tibbles’ Veeombeegers lered 
that its nutritious and sustainin; 
ee perties would be found benefi 
ese anticipations were realised, 
for, after using Vi-Cocoa for a short 
time, the mother was enabled to 
again Se es | the infant naturally, and 
became thriving and 
= tifying result’ simply 
gra’ g rei y 
the use of a cocoa, and faving 
Bothing but an ordinary my in the 
house, that was But it 
found useless, and oy Dr. rw 
Vi-Cocoa being agai! 
. yes found the eanel supply OF 
food = i= the mother and 


“— Or, hibbles bbles’ *Vi-Cocon, 6d., Fae and 
1s. 6d. It can be obtained from all 
‘frocess Chemists and Stores. or from 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limited, 

House, Cannon Street, 


— 


A 


cake 
si 
a 
a 











—” 


pina 


a 
2 unparalleled_test of merit. 
dainty ear sample tin of Dr. Nibbles Vi 
page| sent free on application 
y address, if w (a 


en 
posted will do} the reader will 
this Journal, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 
(Estastisuepv 18383), 


Purchase —— Poteet > Pol 0b Perse 
Property, an e le Policies, 
Advance Money upon these 


aoc rears HBAS $e 








og Oo Stourbridge Pet 
Lacey, Jom /Gk Grab, Parmer Gt Grimeby Pet 
arp Suaw, Bradford Bradford Pet 

og ky RS James Bertram Monzy 
Steere © = See 
Enxyezst, Wandsworth Pet March 1 
SE Dt, pees, eee 
River, Puss, © @ rt, Grover High Court Pet 


' 17, KING’S ARMS YARD,’ COLEMAN STREET, E.C 


Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £613.725. 





LAW: = Solicitor (LL.B. Cantab.) sorks 
Assistant 


Engagement as jerk ; 
cules? Seana; Sos atte » 65, Hunger- 


AW. | SR? ean waged LL.B. Cantab.) desires 
— Oe J in London or 
of London 





pel any BR and 
ry mah at of H ashy eg 
— » care enry 

age 35. Addrom, A-°B.. care of Hoar 





W Anrep, by Solicitor (age 26) ‘oP 
command of £1,200, Clerkship, with view “4g ra 


roe ig reg po vs Ae yanmar 


0.1, RAYMOND BUILDINGS, GRAY’S 
a delightfull Baite ea 
posi Tt. 

boa’ for fourteen ata ae of only % 
the Yuraitere on April ‘a. 
FLyFietp \ Housekecrer) 
—Particulars Auctioneers, Messrs, May 
& Rowpen, 39, Maddox-street, Regent-street, Ww. 


TO SOLICITORS AND MEMBERS OF GRAY’S INN. 
SET of CHAMBERS in Grays-inn- 
square, now yo £55 per annum, mes Sale by order 








of Executors.—For apply to W. W. Reap & 
oo. ee and Surveyors, 1, Queen-street, Cheap- 
e, 5 





FFICES, Bedford-row, to Let, adapted 
me... a f= of Solicitors. —Apply to 43, Bedford-row, 


Oo 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS 

in LANDED or FUNDED aoe or other 

uities St Se o or 

ities thereon e EQUITA Ne 

VERSIONARY RES' SOCIETY (L IMITED), 1 

co Waterloo Bri Strand. Estab 
ized. 





ital, £500,000. Ini on Loans may be capita- 


2 5 A 
F. H. CLAYTON, 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 
Considerably over surrender value given. 
Speedy settlements and highest references. 
Alse Reversions and Life Interests purchased. 
T. ROBINSON, 
Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland. 


HCENIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, Lomparp- 
STREET, and 57, Caanme-oross, Loxpox. 
Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
W. C. Macpowa.p, 
F. B. Macponap, 


([RR NATIO Ag BEVERSIONARY IN- 
LIMITED. Founded 1867. 


REVERSIONARY a (Absolute and Contin- 
t), LIFE INTERESTS, UIFE POLICIES, and 


— 


Joint 
ies. 





} Joint 





The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase. 
Apply to Szcrrranry, 63, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL INSURANOE OOMPANY 
umrrep, FIRE, 


Established 1803. 
, C8 Sante, Se ee 8.W., and 47, 
-lane, W.C 
£1,200,000 ; yl £300,000. 
HE. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASR warens, 


the Lord Chancellor, th at = f 
To Her Majesty, the iets e lo he 








ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 
























